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The “ Werxry Rerorrer ” of this day is a remark- 
able specimen of speedy reporting. It contains forty- 
two cases in all the superior courts, all of which (except 
one Admiralty case) have been decided within a few 
days past, and in none of which was judgment delivered 
prior to the commencement of the present term. 


Oxipv Barer is the Augean Stable of English law 
and lawyers, and whoever will perform the task of Her- 
cules may now Tall geod reward ; “3 the evil has per: 
a crying one, an people long to see it abated. 
It is absolutely intolerable; ode if the Central Criminal 
Court and Sessions House of Middlesex cannot be 
cleansed, they must be pulled down, or at all events 
cleared of their present inhabitants. In such a region, 
touting might perhaps be winked at, so long as it did 
not involve personation and frauds of all kinds, public 
and private. But when the system includes insidious 
attempts on the county treasury, and the assumption of 
respectable professional names by disreputable echemers, 
it is full time to call in the aid of the police. Here is 
a report of a case, the like of which often appears in the 
newspapers. We take it trom Wednesday's Times. 

On the case of a prisoner named Abraham Walton being 
called on, Mr. Cooper was about opening the case for the 
sae ey Poa he was asked by the Assistant-Judge who 

im. 

The Assistant JupGz, addressing Mr. Cooper, said,—I 
hold in my hand at this moment two notices to pr te in 
this. case from solicitors—one from a person named Jay, and 
another from a person named Doughty; but Mr. Jay has given 
notice to prosecute in several other cases, in all of which I have 
directed that no expenses shall be allowed for solicitor or 
counsel. The Court has also directed that in any case that 
——— may bring forward for the future no expenses be 





Mr. Cooper said he was instructed by a Mr. Doughty, a 
solicitor. 

Mr. Baldwin, the deputy clerk of the peace, said he could 
not find the name of Mr. Doughty in the Law List, 

Mr. Cooper said he had just seen him, and believed him to 
be a very respectable man. He asked him if he was retained 
for the prosecution in the case of Abraham Walton, and on his 
replying that he was not, he said he would at once retain him, 
and would have a brief prepared. He would therefore ask 
what more he could do; and he would ask his- Lordship if he 
could have acted in any other way than he had done. 

Mr. Doughty was called, but did not answer. 

Mrs. Jane Chalk was then called, and she said she was the 
prosecutrix of Abraham Walton. She employed Mr. Doughty 
while she was attending the police-court, and he was recom- 
mended to her by her friend, Mr. Phipps. He told her that 
she wou!d have to bear the expenses of the prosecution. 

The Assistant-JupGE said there was an end to that part 
of the case, as it was a private prosecution; but he wished that 
the members of the Bar would come to some understanding 
among themselves. ¢ 

Mr. Cooper said he could not tell what to do, as he was 
placed in a position of great difficulty. He sincerely wished 
that the members of the Bar would come to some rule upon 
the subject. 


The Assistant-Judge hit the nail on the head, and we 
only wish that he could drive it home effectually. So 
long as members of the Bar ill take briefs from persons 
who are known not to be attorneys, and to be in the 
habit of wera Shar names of respectable practitioners, 
what hope can there be of ‘any improvement? Far be 
it from us to charge any individual practising in the 
oe criminal courts with acting so unprofes- 
sionally, and indeed di fully. We laws no more 
information on the subject than is to be ered from 
pee oa journals, and are therefore unable to point at 

counsel; but that some Old Bailey counsel 





do act in the way complained of seems to be beyond 
doubt. At the conclusion of the above report there is 
a paragraph informing us that— 

An angry and personal altercation ensued between Mr. Ribton 
and Mr. Cooper, on [what the reporter naively calls] ‘* points 
of practice,” in which epithets of a very offensive nature were 
freely exchanged, one asserting and the other denying charges 
that were made; but a detailed report of the actual words 
would occupy too much space, and would not tend to advance 
the interests of justice or of any of the parties concerned in 
what then took place, 

Scenes of this kind are common at the Middlesex 
Sessions, and they promise to become more so. Yet 
they ought not to be, and there is no reason why they 
should be. But the only hope of their discontinuance 
rests in the severity of the punishment of proved delin- 

uents. It is very natural for fair practitioners—and 
there are such even at the Old Bailey—to be i 
at the competition to which they are exposed by the 
practices of unscrupulous counsel, and to give utterance 
to their indignation when opportunity o: But the 
general tone and feeling cannot be very good or praise- 
worthy where such be kept within 
bounds; and we therefore trust that the Bench will do 
what it can to insist upon pape Senet on the part 
of the Bar of these courts. step in this direction 
would be to punish counsel, or to make the Inns of Court 
punish counsel, who are proved to take briefs from 


personated clients and tc wink at the personation. If 


the reports in the newspapers are to be relied on, there 
would not be much difficulty in adducing such proof. 
It appears to be a and every-day practice at the 
metropolitan criminal courts, for well-known touters to 
deliver briefs to counsel and conduct prosecutions under 
the assumed names of respectable practitioners. It is 
certainly very hard upon them to have their names made 
such use of. In justice to Mr. CO. Jay, we ought to ex- 
tract what appeared in the newspapers of Th y. On 
Wednesday 

Mr. Jay, solicitor, of No. 10, New-inn, Strand, attended the 
court, and, addressing his Lordship, said that he had seen by 
that day’s papers that he had ordered that no costs should be 
allowed in the eases prosecuted by a person named Jay. Now 
he had been a solicitor for forty-five years, and during the 
whole of that time he had had but two cases in that court. 
He had seen the notice served on the clerk of the peace signed 
“C. Jay,” stating that he was instructed to prosecute in 
three cases, and as he was the only solicitor whose name ap- 
peared on the Law List beginning with a “C.” to “ Jay,’ he 
pronounced it to be a forgery. 

The Assistant-JuDGx said the notice was signed “C. Jay.” 
but there was nothing against him at all. 

Mr. T. Metcalfe said after that he suggested that it would be 
right that the matter should be put into the hands of the 
county solicitor. 

The AssisTant-JupGE said he had given orders to ‘that 
effect. 

Mr. Cooper said he knew Mr. Jay to be a very respectable 
man, and as the brief was delivered in his name he thought it 
came from Mr. Jay, of New-inn. 

The matter then terminated, 


The following letter in connection with the same 
affair has appeared in the Times :— 

My attention has-been called to your report of the Middle- 
sex Sessions, in which Mr. Cooper, the counsel, is reported 
to have said he was instructed by a Mr. Doughty, a solicitor; 
and Mr, Baldwin, the deputy-clerk of the .peace, observed, 
“that he could not find the name of Mr. Doughty in the Law . 
List,” by which 1 presume he meant the name of the.gentle- 
man in question. 

As I am the only solicitor in the Law List of this name, I 
beg to state that I have no keawielee whatever of the case at 
the sessions, and that I nevér practise either there or at the 
police-courts. T#os. Neate Doveurr, 

41, Montpelier-square, Jan. 21, ~ 

Upon this state of facts the authorities oight to 
have not much difficulty in finding out the delinquents, 
and we hope that the matter not be left in the 
hands of the county solicitor, whd will of course confine 
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his inquiries to the personators. If the judges will not 
take up the inquiry aé against those members of the bar 
who en them, and. receive briefs and fees from 
them, the legal profession not less than the public will 
have reason to be very much dissatisfied. 


Tue case or Warner v. Surrn, 11 W. R. 203, has 
already been noticed in that part of omr columns which 
is appropriated to the recent de¢isions of the Su 
Courts, and we allude to it now only because it decides 4 
question of peculiar interest to the mercantile commu- 
nity. The proportions in which the members of a firm are 
entitled to its property and the profits of its business 
depend, of course, upon the of partnership ; 
and if there has been no explicit agreement, the rule is, 
that the partners share equally, which is in accordance 
with common sense and ordinary notions of justice. 
But in Warner 'v. Smith, the question arose between a 
Jirm consisting of two pe and another person, who 
entered into a parol agreement fot ‘the supply of arms 
to the Sardinian Government. The i 
fined to two adventures which ee 
fitable; and as nothing was said about the shares of the 
partners, the question had to be decided by a suit in 
chancery. ' The firm contended th at the partnership in 
fact comprised three persons, counting the members of the 
firm as two. On the other hand, the individual partner 
insisted that he was entitled to a moiety of the profits, 
leaving another moiety for the firm—the partnership 
heing in fact between the “ two houses.” The Vice- 
Chancellor Stuart decided that in the abserice of any sti- 
pulations or evidence of dealing to the contrary, the three 
individuals were entitled to participate equally in the 
profits. His Honour’s decision seems to have proceeded 
entirely upon the authority of Peacock v. Peacock, 
16 Ves. 49—a decision of Lord Eldon—laying down this 
rule generally; but that case raised the question be- 
tween mere individuals, and not as in Warner v. Smith, 
between a firm and an individual, which certainly raises 
different considerations. 


Rott’s Cuancery Procepure Acr of last session is 
already beginning to produce very marked effects at Lin- 
coln’s-inn. The Master of the Rolls and the Vice- 
Chancellors have accepted in good faith the new duties 
thereby im 
ing every day more familiar to the Equity Courts and 
lawyers. Sir Hugh Cairns’ Chancery Amendment Act, 
1858, enacted that damages might be assessed, or any 
question of fact arising in any suit might be tried, by a 
special or common jury in the Court of Chancery. 

quity judges, however, were merely empowered ‘to 
invoke the aid of a jury, and were not compelled 
to decide issues of fact arising in any cause or pro- 
every question of or fact, cognizable in a court 
of common law, on the determination of which the 
title to relief or remedy im equity depends, shall be 
determined by the Court of Chancery ; with a proviso 
that where it appears to the Court that the 


issue. Unless, therefore, there is some special ground of 
inconvenience in the trial of the issue before the Court of 
Chancery equity judges are now prevented from di- 
recting issues to courts of law, and are compelled them- 
selves to try them. The result has hitherto been alto- 
gether satisfactory, and nothing is now wanting to make 
juries in chancery an every day affair, except a supply 
of jury boxes and places to put them. Vice-Chaueslior 
Kindersley had his first jury case during the past 
week, and Vice-Chancellor Wood was obliged to 
postpone another case until the jury box could. be 
spared. There sre loud complaints of the shocking 
perry roi Dobos Chancellors’ courts Garing these 
trials, which gen attract a larger number Tsons 
than usual, so that fe atahodghers besathes tktolesahio 


the authority of Government. 


sed upon them, and trial by jury is becom- } 
8 ay Earl, after a prot 


| in Chichester v. Mure, falsely calling herself 
‘which raises the entirely pn pHi whether a 


marriage has been dissolved by 


/ to London have met with the disapproval 
| day last his Lordship s 


uestion eause ough remo from country mt 
might be more conveniently tried at the Pocono any | don, secant: - ap A sd 
Sitting in London or Middlesex, at common law, it | 
should be lawful for the Court of Chancery to direct an | Lite Uf Clouse. held a6 Lincols’s-inn 


9th, and 10th inst., the 





It is now roe, that it will be impossible to 
ee full effect to the statutory improvements which 

r Obeeny” poe made in the procedure boll ge bei 
0 until proper courts are i we 
hope that ieither niet of Parliament: will not pass 
before the measure for the concentration of courts, and 
the erection of a palace of justice, is sanctioned by the 
Legislature. 


‘A Conver or regen age yn the ‘Count ehh 
mentary to the order in Cou Ww 
ge haved ton wk. is about being promulgated by 
There must be a con- 
siderable amount of business before these tribunals to 
require such elaborate machinery, and we believe that 
in fact the number of causes decided by them is very 
great, and that some of them are of sufficient import- 
ance to oe ee oe ee 
Hornby. Coupaniion e has a regular bar consisting 
of five or six barristers, and unless. the cession:of the 


Ionian Islands should (as it » pee ee ee 
diction of the English Consular Courts, the: is 
likely to increase. If, however, the insular Greeks, who 
constitute the part of the foreign mérearitile 
community of Turkey, and all of whom are now within 
the jurisdiction of our supreme court at Constantinople, 
should cease to be so after the Ionian Islands have been 
ceded 2 the Oe ee ee 
the consular courts to comparative unimportance. It 
does not seem likely that our Government would have 
been at such pains to organise tribunals, and establish 
a code which could be necessary only on the assumption 
that our jurisdiction was to embrace a considerable 
number of the Levantine —_ 4 Pa the same time 
tninisters were preparing to relinquish that jurisdiction. 
¥et this would toe to be almost the necessary con- 
sequence of the cession of the Ionian ids, 
possible, therefore, that such protectorate as 
now has over its Fonian subjects in Turkey, may be re- 


tained, notwithstanding the cession of the Ionian 
Islands. ° 


Tue case or Lorp Eqmonr v. Daren, raising the 


| question of the title to the Egmont Estates between the 


resent Earl and the representatives of Mr. (afte: 8 
Bir Edward) Tierney, the agent and solicitor of a former 
racted hearing, stands over for judg- 
ment. Sir C. Cresswell also has reserved his ent 
ster, 


second marriage contracted by a persom whose first 
a decree of the Court 


of Divorce, before the expiration of the time limited 


for an appeal to the House of Lords, is null and void ? 
ceeding in ange y 5 But Mr. Rolt’s Act enacts that | 
aw 


APPLICATIONS POR CHANGE oF venue from th sony 
ChiefJ ustice, and in refusing such an application on Mon- 
that unless there were some 
special circumstances rendering such @ step necessary, a 


Ar rue Pustic Examination of the Students of the 
on the 8th, 
Council of Legal Education 
awarded to Mr. William Grantham, student of the Inner 
Temple, a studentship of fifty guineas per annum, to 


continue for a period of three years; and to Mr, Arthur 
M. Channel, student of the Inner Temple, Mr. 
Marshall Moorsom, student of the Inner Tex 

eee eee student of the Inner T 

Frederick Whitting, student of Lincoln’s- 

cates that they have satisfactorily passed a Public Ex- 


Tue Juswicar Soctery will hold its next meeting 
on Monday, the 26th January, at eight o'clock, when the 
discussion. on the question of “ Our treatment of 
criminals” will be resumed. Mr, W. M. Best will open 
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the adjourned discussion. The question of the propriety 
of appointing a committee to rate with the Com- 
mittee of the Law Amendment ty, corresponding 
withthe Berlin Committee, for the purpose of establish- 
ing a a ta in honour of Savigny, will be brought 
orward. : 





THE LAW EXAMINATIONS. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society has 
recently passed a resolution which will no doubt cause 
some ¢ommotion amongst articled clerks, and the og? 
men who aré in the habit of ab aig them for the 
examinations at the Law Insti n. . has been re- 
solved that in future the practice of publishing the 

uestions, after an examination is over, shall be discon- 

faved. ‘The object of the Council, we presume, is to 

discou the system of cramming, which, it is con- 

sidered, is encouraged by the My er publication of the 
There can 








questions. — : no doubt that hitherto the 
mode of ‘prepating for an examination has generally 
been to )" the answers to the published ques- 
tions dui previous terms; and that this has 
been 80 is Ti ; when we consider the wide 
range of subjects included in the examination, and the 

t difficulty which beginners always.experience with- 


if “questions ” in discovering for themselves 
the salient points, or those which may be most useful to 


them in the ordeal. Lord Bacon said wisely, that even 
: 2 Kmmidi 


among philosophers, prudens interrogatio lium 
iciontie, and ereainky @ skilfal question is one of the 
most important aids and incentives to learning, It 
arrests and’ fixes the attention and helps the memory of 
the learner ; and there are few minds sufficiently earnest 
and intense to prosecute effectively the study of any 
science, without, at least, the assistance of that kind of 
teaching which is implied in suggestive interrogation, 
Indeed, the original, and the true notion of education 
—as is shown by the etymology of the word—is little 
more than what we have su At the same. time 
—as most things are liable to abuse—it cannot. be 
denied thai Bi 90g) y cigetpor by Universities 
and other learned bodies of the questions proposed at 
their examinations has beeri productive of some serious 
evils. Tt has di dan earnest and thorough 
study, and holds out rewards to procrastination and 
superficiality. Mri meng conversant with the matter 
knows that a candidate, who has been industrious! 
studious at the books themselves, but without the ai 
of “questions,” has not much chance, against another 
whose onl i with authors is gained by a 
at. the fast 


” 


uaintance with the subjects—such as 
sillag astoen "he eter tine hing 
points. 8 nothi 
points, but almost every scrap of kaow- 
ledge that he has’is sure to count for him some way or 


up on‘all the 


‘other, and in the result he can hardly fail to beat his 


better-read comipetitor. Of course no one who 
the truth would think of comparing the acquisitions of 
the two. The orie has gained real and ent know- 
ledge, which is capable of indefinite increase, and may 
soon be applied to the actual business of life. The 
other has made a mere effort of memory, and has heaped 
up in his mind a confused mass of ions, without 
Ne ee ee or to under- 
their import, and he will soon have lost them all, 
they will remain as puzzles only until such time as 
upon them the reflection that he should at 
first have given to them. rr Angas the difference be- 


rest e 
_ There are also some moral considerations which should 
not be omitted. Apart from religion, nothing so ele- 
Ee ee eee young man as 
labour. It means not only the 
presence of but the absence of evil. It is wi 
some in i 


and in its uRimate as well as in its imme- 





diate effects. It is the cultivation of self-denial, and 
against sensuality, and what- 
ever else enervates or debases youth. It stren 
and ennobles the worker, and increases his 
only of labour but of enjoyment. Conscientious labour 
in @ student will make a good lawyer and « safe ad- 
viser; and although he might be “admitted” at the 
Law Institution with more eclét by resiguing himself 
passively to a “coach,” he would not have the satisfac- 
tion Se oes aoe Se 
lawyer, than those who haye done so. Yet it is hai 
desirable that the honest Iabourer should be, ever 
the nonce, deprived’of his fair ; or that idleness 
and precocious “ ” should be encouraged, how- 
ever indirectly, by s public body, at the head of an im- 
portant profession :—for the system of irra 
as productive of the latter as the former evil. 
men who never open.a law book until a few weeks be- 
fore an os or per examination 4t the i 
Institution, well enough, are very apt 
tink thet ‘afer ll ering as being ; and that 
tension is the most usefal art of life. d, if aw 
as been suid, “ praise is the symbol of s *y 
can hardly avoid pia pean that the heads of the profes- 
sion thik dexterity and cunning better q for 
the practice of the law than solid learning and 
truth. A wise old philosopher advised a youth that 
best way of earning the reputation of a good musician, 
was to be one, iar which teaches the contrary 
must be injurious. This of itself constitutes a serious 
objection to the system of cramming, and as it is bascd 
mainly upon questions published by authority, we can- 
not but rejoice at the resolution of the Council of the 
Incorporated Law. Society. 

The transition from the old to the new system will, 
however, require no little care and discretion on the 
part of examiners, Examinations ought in future to 
correspond with the reformed theory... Candid 
should not be pinned down to a set of conventional 

uestions, which there was no difficulty in answering so 
ong as most of them were known beforehand, but many 
of which good lawyers, weston Ppt. Spe ight be 
utidble to answer satisfactorily without the aid of books. 
Sone means onght to be devised for barge vege. tod 
tween scholars and sciolists, or, to k more VA 
between students and smatterers. Now that the ong 
tions are tio longer to be published there ought to be, if 

le, a still more definite notice, not only of the 
general subjects, but of the particular topics, for ex- 
amination, and even of the text books, chapters and 
sections, within which questions would be 


8 


Z 


ee 


and. those relating to meré ical practice—ez. gr., 
the times prescribed for steps in # chancery suit. In 
each of the several branches there ought-to be simple 
“ Cases” for advice, and in Pnmat mee +” some test 
of practical knowledge. In short, po scheme of 
the examination must be changed, 80 as to give — 
elerks of ordimary intelligence and @ fair 
chance, and to award prizes to none but stadents of 
real industry and Jearning. ' 

We ought not to conclude these observations withont 
a few words to thearticled clerks themselves. The resolu- 
tion of the Council will probably trightem many of those 
who have yet to pass the ordeal. It need not. “ 


g 


may rest confident that the new system Will be 
entirely for the advantage of all but i and those who 
ought never to. think of entering the profession.’ From 


some ex at a university we can cenfidently 
say that honest students will be gainers by the altera- 
tion. In the Jong run they will find that the study of 
the law asa science, or at least as a whole, is both easier 


and more satisfactory than periodical and mpgrene 
efforts to gulp down tadigestiile masses of it. The. la- 


bour of committing to memory what is not 
is necessarily painful, while tlie accretions of true know- 
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ledge are always delightful. In all investigations, so 
long as we grasp only disconnected facts which we can- 
not refer to a general law, we have no science, and there- 
fore no progress ; but once having got hold of principles, 
the acquirement of details and instances are compara- 
tively easy. A little law, moreover, like a little learning, 
is a dangerous thing, especially when it becomes the 
basis of conduct in actual life. Coleridge somewhere 
says that “half-truths are too often the most mis- 
chievous, because the least suspected of errors;” and 
nowhere has the observation more force than in the do- 
main of law. What is so likely to mislead a young 
lawyer as some of those scraps and disjointed bits of 
information that have been crammed into him for exa- 
minations. A man who has read law as a science, or 
who knows anything of it as a scheme, will not be near 
60 a to err, even where he is ignorant, simply 
because he will kfow that he is ignorant—that his in- 
formation is but partial and incomplete. He will be 
aware that further investigation is needful, and know 
how to conduct it; but the chiffonier-student—mere 
gatherer of scraps—can hardly avoid deeming each 
scrap a treasure in itself, and a talisman for-overcoming 
the difficulties of business, as potent as it proved to be 
in conquering the grim Minotaurs that beset the laby- 
rinthine way which lay between his student days and 
what was then to him the land of Beulah. Upon the 
whole, therefore, articled clerks may keep up their 
courage, although they will do well to begin preparing 
themselves betimes for the new examinations, by the 
careful study of elementary works on law, of which 
there is now an abundant supply. 





COUNSEL AND CLIENT. 


We congratulate the profession and the public on the 
result of the unanimous judgment of th eCourt of Com- 
mon Pleas which has been delivered by C. J. Erle, in 
the case of Kennedy v. Broun, holding that the plain- 
tiff was not entitled to recover. The Chief Justice, in 
an elaborate written judgment, reviewed the authorities 
cited by Mr. Kennedy, in support of his claim, and held 
that counsel, by the English (as by the Roman law) 
neither has nor, ever had any right of action against 
the client for his services in litigation. He says, 

We consider that a promise by a client to pay money toa 
counsel for his advocacy, whether made before, or during, or 
after the litigation, has no binding effect, and furthermore that 
the relation of counsel and client renders the parties mutually 
incapable of making any legal contract of hiring and service 
concerning advocacy in litigation, For authority in support 
of these propositions, we place reliance on the fact that in all 
the records of our law, from the earliest time until now, there 
is no trace whatever either that an advocate has ever main- 
tained a suit against his client for his fees in litigation, or the 
client against an advocate for breach of a contract to advocate; 
and as the number of precedents has been immense, the force 
of this negative fact is proportionally great. To this we add 
the tradition and understanding of the profession, both as 
known to living memory, and expressed in former times. 


After citing the names of Lord Hardwicke, Lord Ken- 
on, V.C. Kindersley, C. B. Pigot, and Bayley and 
est, JJ., as having expressed opinions to this effect, 

the Chief Justice says,—_ 

These are authorities for holding that the client cannot 
contract for the service of the counsel in litigation. There is 
the same absence of any precedent for such an action, and the 
reason for the inenpacity is good for both. The 
proposition is confined to incapacity for contracts concerning 
advocacy in litigation. This class of contracts is distinguished 
from other classes, on account of the privileges and responsi- 
bility attached to such advocacy; and on this ground we con- 
sider the cases unconnected with such advocacy to be irrele- 
vant. 


The Court was of opinion that the effect of the dicta 
of Pollock, C.B., and Pigot, C.B., had been misunder- 
stood, and observed that— 

The incapacity depends on the eubject matter of the contract, 








not on the mode of proof. When the contract is , its. 
incidents are the same, whatever was the kind of evidence ad- 
duced for proof. If there is incapacity, words and implication 
are alike nullities, and-no contract can result; but where there 
is no incapacity, and there are conflicting presumptions in re- 
spect of the consensus essential to create contract, then evidence 
of express words of clear meaning is decisive proof. 

The Chief Justice shows that the result of the autho- 
rities cited from the Roman law is that by express law 
the limits of the fees receivable by the advocate, from 
his client were fixed, but that “contracts with advo- 
cates during litigation are not shown to have been ever ° 
at any time sanctioned by the law of Rome.” 

’ We should be glad if we had to cite at length 
the high-minded observations of the Court of Common 
Pleas, on the powers and duties of advocates, but we 
may venture to express a hope that so long as the Bar 
exists, its practice will be in accordance with the rules 
of action so powerfully expressed in the judgment of the 
Chief Justice. The question of law may now be con- 
sidered settled, and that in a way which leaves no temp- 
tation to counsel to abuse the powers entrusted to them, 
or betray the interests they have to defend. 

The rule that counsel cannot, w any circum- 
stances, or under any pretence, contract for their services 
in litigation, must tend to elevate the character of the 
Bar. Indeed, we think it is hardly an exaggeration to 
say that the very existence of the Bar as a body, trusted 
by the public and intimately concerned in the adminis- 
tration of justice, was involved in the issue raised in this 
case. 

It is but justice to Mr. Kennedy to say that the re- 
search and ability displayed by him in ing an un- 
tenable point would have deserved, and no doubt ob- 
tained, high praise, had the cause not been one of his 
own making. We hope it is not yet too late for him to 
retrace his steps, and show that, however gravely he 
has erred in this particular instance, he is not unworthy 
of being a member of an honourable profession, in 
which his abilities would entitle him to a high place. 

The judgment contains observations on the somewhat 
similar case of the rights of physicians to sue for their 
fees, in which we do not altogether concur; but this 
question is of too much difficulty and importance to be 
noticed incidentally, and we propose to return to it on 
a future occasion. We fully with the spirit of 
the following observations in the Times on this memor- 
able judgment: 

It is one of the best judgments of contemporary days. It is 
an exception to the common habit of these degenerate times, 
when judges seem to have forgotten that English law once had 
pretensions to be a science, and have even lost confidence in 
their own capacity to exercise it as an art. It does not evade 
the question instead of deciding it. It does not nibble at the 
little accidents of the case instead of biting into the core of it. 
It is more like those grand old judgments which, in their very 
different ways, Coke and Lord Mansfield gave; men who in 
their affluence of knowledge and their power of generalization 
trod confidently; men who were not afraid to lay down prin- 
ciples from any consciousness of incapacity to foresee how they 
would work. Lord Chief Justice Erle’s judgment in this case 
deserves to be noted as a work of judicial art, and apart from 
the interest attaching to the case which occasioned it, 


THE LEGAL AND GENERAL DISCUSSION SOCIETY. 
We had to content ourselves in our last number with 
making a simple announcement of the formation of the 
above society, and of the objects for which it has been 
founded. It is, however, a matter so peculiarly within 
the province of the Solicitors’ Journal to consider the 
advan or disadvan which result from the ope- 
rations of such a society, that we offer our impressions to 
our readers at once, in order that those of them who are 
eligible as members may not, from any neglect of ours, 
have to regret that they were not reminded-of the pro- 
bable advantage of joining the society at its commence- 
ment. f 
In eonsidering the question whether young lawyers 
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should make public speaking a part of their education, 
we think we need not say a word in support of the 
assertion + there * no og 3 seals gran of cul- 
tivating a lawyer’s learning than that of using it in 
pabilin Mstundeiee. Any one who can retain iis self- 
possession and his memory, whenever he has occasion to 
— his opinion in a formal manner, is endowed with 
Ity which gives him both power and pleasure. We 

have 0} felt that the reading which young men go 
through in their law studies is a most unjust en to 
themselves, if the only object and result of it is the 
of the examination; but we cannot doubt that 

if, in su nt to this primary object of their industry, 
they gave themselves the pleasure of enjoying the power 
of knowledge, by using it in contests of strength with 
fellow-learners, the experiment would be as sensible as 
it would certainly be interesting. If the matter were 
more clearly within the range of this journal we should 
not hesitate, as a A yesere in morals, also to impress 
upon law students the evident advantage of membership 
in any society constituted for the pu of promoting 
intercourse and the friendly discussion of ques- 

tions which will interest all its members. Very many 
articled clerks come to town and find themselves for the 
first time free agents, for good or evil, in a vast city, where 
the incentives to the former are at least not more power- 
ful than they are to the latter. Want of occupation in the 
evening many young strangers feel and suffer from. The 
studious will tire of silence and of abstracted study, and 
‘the commoner variety of law students, those who have a 
natural love of excitement, will of course tire of the same 
thing sooner—both natures will profit much by the change 
by discussion and ment. To have the oppor- 

tunity of “ fraternizing ” with their fellows in a building 
like thw ep oom lub, and of improving their powers 
by the orderly ion of legal and general questions, 
seems to us to be an advantage which only needs to be 
mentioned to managing and articled clerks in order to 
bring in members from both classes of gentlemen to the 
Laan and General Discussion Society. We have had 
some experience of discussion societies, and have seen 
enough to teach ourselves that there are generally two 
be my and equally difficult evils to overcome in 
order to work them ‘successfully. There is, first, the 
evil which results from their being too scientific and 
formal in their objects and proceedings. There is, 
secondly, the other evil of their being too social. The 
pleasantest and most successful societies are those 
which hit the happy medium between these extremes. 
Meetings should be social, we think, in the sense of 
members being permitted to take tea and coffee’ in 
an orderly manner at any time, and they should be 
formal in the sense of its being fixed that discussion 
should be under the eae | of a chairman, and in 
accordance with the logical order of a real debate. 
Possibly, however, the most successful kind of society 
is what we perceive that the founders of the Legal and 
Discussion Society propose to render their’s—a 

meeting place where industrious young men may meet 
as friends to talk about their common business—to im- 
prove themselves and each other by set debates upon 
moot questions, to make each other's acquaintance, as 
ing common sympathies, and, by mutual aid, to 
form for the pu of common use a lib: of books 
which anyone will readily understand not to be within 
the reach of members using their private resources as 
individuals. We incline to think, however, that public 
—_ should be the principal object of this new society. 
here is no part of a lawyer's duty which is so gene- 
rally difficult, and if that is so, there is surely no power 
which a society of young lawyers should be more 


" ambitious of acquiring. 





In 1861-2 the Charges on the Consoiidated Fund in Eng- 
land for the Lunacy Commisioners was £11,929; and for 
the judges and officers of the courts of justice, £695,790 





PRACTICAL LAW AFFECTING BILLS OF SALE. 
By Frepericx Stroup, Author of “ The County Court 
Practice in Bankruptcy.” 

No. VIII. 

(Continued from page 200.) 
REGISTRATION—DESCRIPTION OF GRANTOR. 

The descriptions ought to telate to the time when the 
bill of sale was given (London and Westminster Loan and 
Discount Company v. Chase, 10 W. BR. 698). In that case 
the grantor was following no occupation at the time when 
the bill of sale was given, but when the affidavit was 
sworn he was a house and general agent, and it was held 
that the affidavit ought to refer to the grantor’s descri 
tion at the time when he made the bill of sale. But 
should be mentioned that the affidavit in that case swore 
thus,—and the said grantor “is a gentleman.” Thisdeserip- 
tion, it will be seen, being in the present tense, refers rather 
to the time when the affidavit was sworn, and not to the 
time when the bill, of sale was made; and if sq held it 
would have been wrong in principle and in fact; but the 
Court of Common Pleas held that it was a mere - 
matical expression, and did not vitiate the bill of sale. 
Williams, J., said the affidavit “says ‘is,’ and that must 
be construed to mean in the sense that he was at the time 
when the bill of sale was made. I think it might be 
reasonably held to say “is” was meant to comply with the 
statute, and when he says ‘is’ he meant to refer to that 
time to which he was bound to refer by the statute.” This 
decision is, however, to be reviewed by a court of error, 
and certainly looks as though it could not be 
At any rate it will be very much the better course to 
make the affidavit refer in terms to the description at the 
time of the bill of sale; and there would be no: harm, 
where possible, in adding the description at the time of 
the affidavit. Generally the description at those two 
periods will be the same. : 

The descriptions should be framed with the greatest 
care and accuracy. It will be better that they should be 
expressly and directly set. forth in the affidavit, Buta 


’ referential description would do. Thus, if a bill of sale 


were to contain a correct description, and the affidavit 
were to refer to that description and aver its truth, that 
would be sufficient (Pickards v. Bretz, 8 W. BR. 90). So 
where the affidavit was in this form,—* The paper writing 
hereunto annexed is a true copy of'a bill of sale 
bearing date, &c., and made between,” and then fol- 
lowed the language of the bill of sale by giving the names 
and descriptions of the parties,—this was held a sufficient 


‘deposition as to the descriptions (Wilcowon v. Searby, 


29 L. J. N. 8. Ex. 154); so “where the affidavit 
did not contain a separate statement of the residence or 
occupation of the attesting witness, as such, but was itself 
made by him, his description being added, the require- 
ment of the statute was held to be sufficiently complied 
with, on the principle that the words, J, A. B., of such a 
place, were equivalent to an oath that he resided at that 
place ” (Mill. & Coll; on Bills of Sale, Ist ed. 261, 2nd ed. 
275, 276; Allen v. Thompson, 4 W. R. 506, 1 H. & N. 
15). So, where the attesting witness did not in his affi- 
davit swear that he was the attesting witness in so many 
words, yet he was held sufficiently identified, because any 
one comparing the bill of sale with the affidavit would 
have inevitably come to the conclusion that the deponent 
and the attesting witness were the same person (Routh v. 
Roublot, 28 L. J. N. 8. Q. B. 240: see Boutili v. Roublett, 
7 W. BR. 444). But still, as was said before, it would be 
better, and at least could do no harm, for the attesting 
witness to make distinct and direct allegations on the . 
several points which he is required to verify. 

Presuming that the general frame of the descriptions 
is correct, the minute particulars to be attended to are 
the RESIDENCE and OccUPATION of the grantor, or exe- 
cution debtor, and of every attesting witness. 

The first and leading case on the question of what is a 
sufficient description of a “residence,” as required by the 
Bills of Sale Act, is that of Blackwell vy. England, 6 W. BR. 
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59. In that case Mr. Cuthbert, the attesting witness to 
the bill of sale, described himself as “ William Robert 
Cuthbert, of King’s Bench-walk, Inner Temple, in the 
city of London, clerk to Messrs. Brundett & Randall, of 
the same place, Solicitors,’ and this was held sufficient, 
although Mr. Cuthbert only “resided” at King’s Bench- 
walk, as his master’s clerk, and did not sleep there. All 
the judges of the Queen’s Bench said the object of the 
statute was to euable persons to make inquiries. Camp- 
bell, C.J., said that residence for this p meant 
“ where a person is likely to be found.” Wightman, J., 
said, “ If he (the attesting witness) had described himself 
as residing at his lodgings, his.occupation being clerk to 
an attorney, such a description would not be so convenient 
as that of the place where he performed his ordinary 
duties.” Whilst Blackwell v. England was being ar; 

in the Queen’s Bench, there was a rule depending in the 
Exchequer, in the case of Attenborough v. Thompson, 
6 W. R, 135, in which the question was whether the re- 
sidence of an attesting witness was sufficiently described 
thus, “I, A. B., clerk to Messrs. M. & §., of 18, Old Broad- 
street, in the city of London;”’ and it was held sufficient. 
The Exchequer expressly confirmed the decision of the 
Queen’s Bench, that residence in the Bills of Sale Act is 
not so much “where a man sleeps as where he is chiefly 
to be found” (per Pollock, C.B.); but that learned judge 
concluded his judgment by saying, “It must not be under- 
stood that we decide that the mention of the place where 
the man slept would not be a sufficient description of his 
place-of residence under this Aot; we only decide that the 
present description of it is sufficient to satisfy the Act.” 

If the person to be described has two residences—i.e., 
two dwelling houses in the ordinary use of the phrase— 
it would seem to be sufficient if he be described as resid- 
ing in one of them. This perhaps may be collected from 
the two cases just noticed; an argument which may to 
some extent be supported by the decisions on the word 
“dwells ” in the 128th section of the first County Court Act 
(9 & 10°Vict. c. 95). The decisions I refer to are Macdou- 
gall v. Patterson, 11 ©. B. 755,'21 L. J. N. S.C. P. 
27; Bailey v. Bryant, 23 L. J. N.§. Q. B. 86; Butler v. 
Ablewhite, 7 W. R. 583; Kerr v. Haynes, 8 W. R. 277. 
Still, in this case, it would be more prudent to give all 
the residences. ‘ 

A person temporarily in custody in a gaol would not, 
it should seem, be correctly described as residing in the 
gaol (Dunston v. Paterson, 7 W. BR. 168). 

If a corporation were to give a bill of sale, its residence 
must be given; for a corporation can reside or dwell, and 
its residence is the place where it carries on business. 
Taylor v. The Crowland Gas and Coke Company, 3 W. R. 
368. But this means the principal place where the busi- 
ness of the corporation is carried on. Thus the Great 
Western Railway Company dwells ab Paddington, and not 
at every station on its lines of railway (Adams v. Great 
Western Railway Company, 9 W. BR. 254; see also Shiels 
v. Great Northern Railway Company, 9 W.R. 789). And, 
in like manner, if an incorporated company had agencies 
established throughout the country, its residence would 
seem to be its head office. 

As to the definition of the locality of the resi- 
dence, reference is made to Hener v. Cox, 9 W. R. 
143. In that case the grantors of the bill of sale were 
described as of “ New-street, Blackfriars, in the county of 
Middlesex.” Itshould have been, “ in the city of London ;” 
but the error was held immaterial, as no one could have 
been misled by it; for if the description had stopped at 
“ Blackfriars;” that, under the circumstances, would have 
been sufficient without more, and therefore the words “in 
the county of Middlesex,” might be rejected on the maxim 
that falsa demonstratio non nocet. 





35. 


The Lord Chancellcr has the patronage of the presentation 
to 15 canonries of cathedrals and to 21 alternate livings, and 
also to 766 other bencfices, with an annual value of £195,869. 
Thns no less than 802 ecclesiastical appointments are in the 
gilt-of hig lordship. 








MaraeraGE wits Forrtanrr—Ricuts unDER MARRIAGE 
SerrreMenrt. 
Van Grutten v. Digby, M. B., 11 W. BR. 230. 

It is only within comparatively a few years that 
English courts have had much to do with questions of 
domicil arising from the intermarriage of English people 
with foreigners. The greatly increased intercourse 
between England and continenal countries, which is one 
of the features of the present century, however, is be- 
ginning to give rise to a corresponding increase in this 
class of cases; and there are few solicitors in considerable 
practice who have not had to advise clients whose sons 
or daughters were marrying foreigners. Weshall there- - 
fore attempt to state in a few words how the law stands 
in reference to such cases. The above-named case of 
Van Grutten v. Digby \aid down no new principle, but 
merely followed a former decision of the Master of the 
Rolls himself in Watts v. Shrimpton, 21 Beay.97. In 
both cases an Englishwoman had married a domiciled 
Frenchman, and previous to the marriage, articles, were 
executed in the English form in favour of the wife, and 
the Master of the Rolls in each case held that the mar- 
riage contract was governed by the law of , and 
that the marriage settlement was subject to its provi- 
sions. In Van Grutten v. Digby both parties were at 
the time of the marriage residing in France, and it took 
place in that country, with a view toa nt resi- 
dence there. The Master of the Rolls, however, was of 
opinion that it was an English contract, and was, there- 
fore, subject to the law of England. His Honour’s 
reasoning in support of this view may be thus stated :— 
The forum contractés is not necessarily that of the 
country where the contract was entered into:—Here 
the contract related to the property an England, and its 
plain import was that it should be subject to French 
and not to English law ;:—The property appeared to 
consist of Consols in the hands of English trustees, and 
the Master of the Rolls was of opinion that they 
would be liable for applying the funds accord- 
ing to the trusts of settlement. The latter 
consideration seems sufficient to support his Honour’s 
decision. It can hardly be considered as certain law 
that the fact of personalty included in the contract 
being situated ina particular country makes the cortract 
subject to the law of that country. Indeed, it is laid 
down explicitly by the highest English authorities that 
personal property has ntowiie and that it is subject 
to the law which governs the person of the owner. 
A ingly, where a foreigner dies possessed of property 
in the English funds, the right of representation 1s 
governed by the law of his own country. The maxim 
mobilia sequuntur personam shortly expresses the rule 
of English, and also of every other system of, jurispru- 
dence. The intention of the parties to the contract is a 
distinct question, and the intervention of English 
trustees is no doubt strong evidence that the ies 
intend the settlement to be not only in the English 
form, but subject to the English law. It is quite pos- 
sible, however, to conceive that a foreign tribunal might 
not be of this opinion, and might regard the settlement 
according to its own law in reference to any property 
withia its jurisdiction, which would bring about a 
troublesome conflict of jurisdictions in r to the 
same subject matter. Practically, therefore, in such cases 
almost everything depends upon the situation of the 
property and the nationality of the trustees. So that 
wherever the settlement is intended to be governed by 
English law, provision ought to be made for keeping 
the trustees and trust funds within English juris- 
diction; and it would also seem advisable that there 
should be an express recital of a contract for a settle- 
ment according to English law, and to be governed 
thereby. 

Another question of importance; which sometimes 
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arises, was not touched upon in either of the above- 
mentioned cases. Where an Englishwoman marries a 
foreigner, the bulk of the settled property generally is 
on her side, and she has over it the usual power of ap- 
intment by deed or will, Upon her marriage she 
Cae her English domicil, if not her nationality ; and the 
uestion whether any will in execution of the power 
should be exeuted in the English or in the foreign form, 
was for some time a matter of much doubt. The rule 
of our ecclesiastical courts in admitting a will to probate 
was that it was governed by the law of the testator’s domi- 
cil, and this even in the case of a British subject who 
ha to be domiciled abroad. The 24 & 25 Vict. 
c. 114, s, 2, reverses this rule in the case of British sub- 





jects having a foreign domicil at the time of death, but | 


making a will within the United Kingdom, But the old 
rule still remains in force in all other cases; and more- 
over sect. 2 could hardly be relied upon as being appli- 
cable to an Englishwoman married to.a foreigner. The 
question may re be regarded apart from this en- 
actment; but it may now be considered as definitively 
settled by very high, if not the highest, authority. In 
Tatnall v. Hankey, 2 Moo. P. C, U. 342, it was held 
that where a will has been executed in compliance with 


the requisites of a power, disposing of personal pro- 
perty this country, such will should be admitted 
to probate here, although it was not executed ac- 


cording to the forms prescribed by the law of the 
testator’s domicil. The Privy Council were of opinion 
that ‘the validity of the will, so far as regards the 
appointment, did not depend upon the law of the domieil 
of the testatrix.” In Croohenden v. Fuller, 1 Sw. & 
Tris. 441, Sir C. Cresswell 
. Opposite view. “ Three said his Lordship, “were 
urged for the defendant , ; thirdly, that as far 
as the will was an execution of a power given by the will 
of the testatrix’s husband, the rule that the will must 
be according to the law of the domicil did not apply, 
for the rule was founded on the maxim, mobilia seguuntur 
personam, which could not be applicable to an instru- 
ment which merely executed a power over certain pro- 
perty given by another n. It seemed to me,” 
added his Lordship, “that the third point could not be 
sustained, for that I could only grant probate of that 
which is a will, and if a will, it must be a will’ duly 
executed, and I can only recognise that as a will duly 
executed which is in conformity with the law of the 
domicil ; and to this opinion I still adhere.” It was to 
obviate such an objection as pressed upon the mind of 
Sir C. Cresswell that some conveyancers, who were 
more than usually cautious, were in the habit of 
stating in the power that it might be executed by any 
testamen writing executed as a will “according to 
the law of England.” But in a subsequent case before 
the Court of , Sir C. Cresswell stated he had 
ascertained that the opinion which he had expressed in 
Crookenden v. Fuller was erroneous, being contrary to 
that given by the Privy Council in Tatnall v. Hankey 
80 seat pas. oe is Red doubt that probate would be 
grant will, which was a testamentary execution 
of a power, although the execution was in the English 
form, and the testator was a foreigner, or an English sub- 
ject domiciled abroad, and did not make a will within the 
United Kingdom, in accordance with the provisions of 
the 23 & 24 Vict. c.114,s.2. It must always be borne 
in’ mind, however, that such a will would be valid onl 
so far as it was an execution of the power. If it dealt 
with any p y ultra what was subject to the power, 
the ordinary rule applies—in other words, it would be 
good as an execution of the power only, and not so far 
as it was an independent will. 


appears to have taken the 





Payment By Surery.—A surety guaranteed that cer- 
tain deeds which had been deposited. by his principal 
with a bank, as security for the amount then due, or 
thereafter to become due from him to the bank, so that 
the whole should not exceed £2,000, were good for the 











amount of the arrangemerit with him, otherwise he (the 
surety) would gtarantee the same, Afterwards, when 
the principal was indebted to the bank in the emount of 
£4,000, the surety paid them £3,000, and received back 
the guarantee, his object being, according to his own 


statement, to liquidate his own 


THEME thatthe seu 


reduce the debt of the principal. 
rity was not thereby pol mr. 
A ied woman is not a party toa suit 
ing her husband's interest in real estate, to which 
he is entitled in her right.— Waugh v. Wren, L. C., 11 
+R, 244, 
Sprerric vecacr—ADEMPTION.— bequest of 
three‘sums of £400, £600, and £938, lent on mortgage, 


and £2,000 stock, all in the names of trustees. e 
£400 was afterwards paid off and invested by the trustees 
in their own names in stock, which was afterwards trans- 
ferred to the testatrix, together with the £2,000. The 
£600 was paid to the testatrix, and lent by her on mort- 
gage and bond. She also’made two attempts to realise 
the £938 mo by sale of the m mises 
without the intervention of the trustees, but could not 
find a purchaser. Held, that the two first legacies were 
adeemed, but that the other two were not. 

Bequest of residue as A. should by deed or will ap- 
point, and in default of appointment to his next of kin. 
A., having made a will, died 1 before the testatrix. Held, 
that the power did not arise, and that the gift in default 


took effect. 

‘The testatrix, who had through the ceremony of 
marriage with A,, and believed herself to be his wife, 
but was not so, as A. was the widower of her deceased 
sister, by her will, after reciting that A. had become 
entitled jure mariti to certain property to her, 
and that she was desirous of giving some ies, 
requested A. to pay them out of such property, 
that the legacies were demonstrative. 

Where a question arising upon a will, and which 
ought to have been raised at the ing, was overlooked, 

nd an re pe directed, which, if the decision upon the 
int had been in the plaintiff's favour, would have 
en unnecessary, 

Held, that the plaintiff was not precluded from rais- 
ing the question on further consideration.~Jones v. 
Southall, M. R.., 11 W. R. 247. 


Practice. : 
Ingunction—Inrant—Next Friznp.— Where a suit 
is instituted by a stranger on behalf of infants without 
communication with the parties, and no explanation is 
given, the next friend being the son of the solicitor in the 
suit, the Court will direct an inquiry whether the suit is. 
beneficial, and ers the next fiend shal be continued, 
meantime staying all proceedings.—-Towsey vy. Groves, 

V. C.K, 11 VR. 252, by 


Costs sETWEEN PARTY AND PaRty.—Where the costs 
of asuit were ordered to be paid by the defendant as 
between party and party, they were held to include the 
expenses incurred by the plaintiff in bringing up the 
defendant's witnesses to be cross-examined in court, 
when their attendance was reasonably necessary, not- 
withstanding they were not in fact cross-examined, and 
also the expense of the shorthand-writer’s notes of the 
evidence given in court, taken at the suggestion of the 
judge, but they were held not to include the ex 
of the attendance in town of the country solicitor for the 
purpose of superintending the cross-examination in 
court of the plaintiff's witnesses, nor the costs of the en- 
rolment of the decree by the plaintiff.—Clark y. Mapas, 
M. R., MW. R. 261. 


_ Printep answer—Scugpuie.—A bill being dismissed 
another is filed asking for no answer, and the defendant 
poe in a voluntary answer, insisting that the first bill 
substantially the same as the second, and —— 
printed copy of it to his answer as a part of the = 
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On motion to take such answer or schedule off the file 
for irregularity within the Orders of March, 1360, 

Held, that the case is not within the i a or in- 
tention of the orders.— Wright v. Wilkin, V.C. K., 11 
W. R. 253. 


Securitry ror costs.—A defendant, before moving 
that the plaintiff be ordered to give security for costs, 
is bound to make inquiries of the plaintiff's solicitor as 
to the plaintiff's address, a refusal by the solicitor to 
give such information being a beatasiad reason for indu- 
cing the Court to make the order. 

n accidental mistake in the address given by the 
plaintiff, without any intention to mislead, will not en- 
title a defendant to security for costs, especially where 
the plaintiff has a fixed place of residence whice might 
have been obtained from the solicitor upon inquiry.— 
Knight vy. Cory, V. C. W., 11 W. R. 254. 





REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING, 


Converance—GeneraL worps—Errect or.—T'wo 
adjoining plots of ground, A. and B., were let on build- 
ing leases to separate tenants. On plot A. a house and 
stables were built, and on plot B.a house, the stable 
being situated between the two houses. The leases of 
both premises having become vested in P., he, in the 
year 1795, blocked up the communication between the 
stables and A., and attached them to B., with which 
premises they continued to be occupied until the present 
action. P. then made an assignment of the lease of A. 
excepting the stables, but including cellars under them. 
In 1823 the owner of the reversion in both premises 
granted to the defendant, in whom P.’s estate in the 
unassigned premises was vested, a reversionary lease of 
B. by a description and plan corresponding both in 
measurement and boundaries with the original lease, 
but with the addition among the general words of the 
following, “with all stables . . . to the said premises 
belonging or appertaining,” and with a covenant to sur- 
render at the end of the term inter alia “ the racks, 
mangers, &c., affixed, or belonging to the premises,” 
there being no such words in the corresponding covenant 
of the original lease. There were no other stables be- 
longing to, or occupied with B. - 

eld, that the stables did not pass under the lease of 
coe and Others vy. Mackinnon, Ex., 11 


GENERAL EQUITABLE PowER.—A general equitable 
power of appointment over real estate was given to the 
survivor of A. and B. 

A., who was a married woman (with testamentary 
capacity under her settlement) by her will made in 1838, 
and in the lifetime of B., who afterwards died in A.’s 
lifetime, made a general devise of her real estate. 

Held, that the general devise by A. was to be taken 
as if executed immediately before her death, and was a 
good execution of the power given to the survivor of 
A. and B. 

The effect of the Wills Act, ss, 8, 24, 27, on such a 
devise by a married woman, considered.—Thomas v. 
Jones, L. C., 11 W. R. 242. 


Correspondence, 

REGISTRATION OF JUDGMENTS, &¢., UNDER 23 & 24 Vict. 
c, 38.—Frequent inquiry is made as to the mode of effec- 
tuating a charge upon realty by the registration of a judgment 
and writ of execution, since the enactment on the subject con- 
tained in the Act, attributed to Lord St. Leonards, “ further 
to amend the law of property.” 

It is evident that the Act was passed in the interest of land- 
holders without regard to the rights of creditors. 

No doubt searches for judgmants are expensive to pur- 
chasers and mortgagors, and the risk of overlooking any such 
charge is obnoxious both to the former and to m 


still more objectionable to debtors, who thereby incur the risk 
of being called upon to discharge obligations they might 
otherwise escape. 

The parentage of the late Act, therefore, is obviously brought 
home to the learned author whose fame. rests upon his de- 
votion to the law of “ Vendors and Purchasers,” 

It would be a great boon, however, to that large class of the 
outlying public who are jpdgment creditors of landed pro- 
— if, in any future edition of his Handy-book, Lord St. 

mards would explain how the provisions of the new Act 
can now be made available to them. 

If for the safety and protection of landholders it is desirable 
to deprive creditors of their chance of so realizing their debts, 
and if the experience of our courts proves that the burden of 
such payment too frequently falls upon innocent purchasers and 
mortgagees, it would surely be better simply to abolish the 
system of registration created by sect. 19 of the Act 1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110, and to declare that no judgment shall hereafter 
be available against the real estate of a debtor, except while 
in actual ownership of such estate, and that after the debtor 
has parted with such estate the creditor shall lose his remedy. 

This has been proposed to the Legislature by Mr. Hadfield, 
whose bill of last session extended not only to future judg. 
ments, but to deprive creditors whose judgments are already 
registered of all benefit of such registration. 

On this latter ground Mr, Hadfield’s bill was opposed by the 
Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, who represented 
to the law officers of the Government the enormous amount of 
debt which might thus be freed from ‘the possibility of payment 
now imperfectly secured by the present system of registration, 
and the bill was consequently withdrawn. 

Some demur might be made to the wholesale abolition of 
registration of future judgments and exceptions claimed in 
favour of creditors against alienees of debtors who should gain 
title by voluntary gift, by fraudulent preference, or for inade- 
quate consideration, or with notice of the judgment, actual or 
constructive. But all such limitations would, I conceive, only 
prove fruitful sources of vexatious litigation and of learned 
decisions of such refinement and casuistry, as to render the 
system a mockery and delusion to the one party relying on the 
registration, and a snare to the other claiming exemption from 
its operation. 3 

The uncertainty of the law is its greatest opprobrium, and 
it is an admitted axiom of jurisprudence that greater mis- 
chief accrues in the long run from attempts to mete out 
equity with nice adaptation to each case as it arises, than from 
the adoption of an inflexible rule which sometimes operates 
with harshness, 

The new Act seems to me to err greviously in creating fresh 
difficulties, uncertainties, and expenses both to judgment 
creditors and debtors, and those deriving from the latter. : 

In the first place the necessity of expensive search remains, - 
and upon the discovery of a registered judgment the 
difficulty of title so presented must be cured, either by satis- 
faction of the debt or by showing some informality in its regis- 
tration, as to which nice questions will now arise. For what 
is the modus operandi now imposed upon the creditor? It is 
on this head we should be glad of some light from the framer 
of the Act. ; 

The first section requires not only registration of the judg- 
ment itself, but also of ‘‘a writ or other due process of execu- 
tion;” and further that such execution or process shall be put 
in force within three calendar. months from the time of regis- 
tration. 

We are informed that since the passing of the statute it has 
become the practice of solicitors to issue a writ of ca. ea, or Si. 
fa. against the judgment debtor, and to register it ‘in the 
manner prescribed by section 2. 

But is such a writ intended by the Act? or may it not be 
doubted whether a writ of elegit is not the only due process 
of execution which fulfils such intention? ‘ 

How is either of such writs to be put in force? Will the 
delivery of the writ to a sheriff of a county where the venue of 
the action is or is presumed to be laid be sufficient, or must it 
be returned, and how? And can such writ be renewed and the 
new writ again registered? ‘ 

In ninety-nine cases out ofa hundred a judgment is registered 
by the creditor, because, although the debtor has no goods or 
cannot be found, and the creditor is ignorant whether he is 

of realty, or where situate, it is nevertheless ble 
the debtor may be possessed of some interest in land out of 
which at some period, remote or near, the creditor hopes he 





ortgagees, 
and also to the solicitors engaged for them, who may be held 
liable for negligence. But the registration of judgments is 


t paid, either when the debtor may find himself 
pond Pk ys deal with such property, or when after his death 
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his suoessor in the extte is called pon to discharge the obli- 
gation of the deceased: 

Everyone who has had experience of the effect of registra- 
tion of judgments, and more particularly in Middlesex or 
Yorkshire, i is aware how frequently it has pom sisal 14 
obtain, satisfaction of debts out of i ies er int Gals 
jacgoen, debtor of which the creditor ey pif and until 
Could not, obtain any knowled 

When I say lately, I refer to the enactments contained in 
the new Bankruptcy Act, 1861, ss. 76-84, under which a 
judgment creditor may, after a certain interval, obtain ah 

adjudication Agiinst his debtor, and thus obtain a discovery 
und distribution of his éstate, rex! and personal. 

Tt may be observed that under the Getcha Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, 8. 92, a judgment creditot may summon his debtor 
to declare what’ debts may be owing to him, to the end that 
the creditor may attach such debts and thereout éatisfy his 
own claim. But such eXaiination does not extend to my 
the debtor to disclose what realty hie is re by of or Boye 
Poesy? itis obvious that the remedy now given by rocreding® tn 

krup ar babe is inadequate by reason, first, of the itarvel which 
bs $ illo# the debtot to denude himself of his estate; and 


secondly, that the judgment ams notwithstandi aT | 


diligence, must be content to come in pari passi’ wit 
e ti of thé bankrapt’s creditors who Hive seutbses® Gh 
their rights. 

Having troubled you at Sach length on this topic 7 invite tlie 
explanations of my more atute fellow practitioners, as to what 
is now requisits to be done to obtain for our Clients a valid 


and effectual registration of judgments under the late Act, | 


their opinions as to thé advisableness of continuing 4 system so 
ees or their suggestions for its improvement. 
Cuares F. Tac art. 





COMMON LAW. 


DiscHaRGE OF SURETY —The defendant having given - 


to the plaintiff a continuing guarantee for to 
supplied on 4 credit of two months, and a. liabili 
having accrued thereon, the plaintiff, the creditor, t 
from the debtor (without the privity of the defendant 
a m of certain property as security, not 
only for the sam then due, but for any further sais 
which a t become due on the guarantee, with 4 cove- 
nant by the debtor to pay the samie within six montlis 
after hs should have so become due, In an action 
brought to recover sums which became due subsequently, | *l 
held, that the subsequent supplies were under a new 
contract, on an extended credit, and that the om HN 
= — was not. liable.—Bingham vy. Corbitt, Q. B 

1 232. 


_ Poor nAw—CHAPLAIN or pxr0x.—The chaplain of a 
poor law union is a “paid officer” within the 46th and 
48th sections of the Poor Law Acts, and so removeable 
by the Poor Law Commissioners as “unfit” for his 
office, at their Pprenecne without assigning any special 
gtounds for such removal, and this Court will not grant 
a certiorari to bring up and review such an order of re- 
moval.— Ez parte ;Q. B., 12 WLR. 233. 


Water company—NecLicrnce.—Although @ water 
company is not liable for the unforeseen results ofan ex- 
traordinary -_ yet toy, ore bound to take prengene 
care to ‘inst consequences of 0 
frosts ;. on ect it was known that that the 
effect of frost would be to cause the “plugs” in the 
water to “ start,” and thus to let the water out at 
the side, and Phat eo recautions might have been 
‘taken—if not to prevent this, at all events to prevent 
the water from ah ing through the soil,—and no such 

recautions having been taken, ‘the er started in a 
‘ost. of pede Bers severjty, an e Ma thus 
ing, ran through the soil into the plaintiff's cellar, 
held, that there was some evidence of paateoahea on 
which a jury might hold the company liable.—Steggles 
v. The New River Company, Q. B., 11 W. RB. 234. 


PAYMENT OF curQue.—A cheque pa a to beater 


‘was presented for payiiient at a bank: 


the money on the counter and went away. The 


’ 





commenced counting the y, and while so doing the 
eashier irgres and said the could Ag 
refed Yo re ALadihs taoney. Te bas; ues 
re to refun é mone was 
ue him. ¢ an action Pad and 
money 

ee adhe sea the tnoney on the counter, oar = 
aa an action would lie. Chambers v. —e 5 C.P, 
11. W. R. 236. l 


Venton AxD Pircitiser—H. fae we 
dealing lip firm carrying of Fay as | = 
agreed to se goods to @ 3 same me mame, as 
one of the firm of G. & "Co. oT ae’ Jeposited 
with an auctioneer iad 
an setion af teares ky. tha pled to recover the goods 
from the auctioneer, the Court held that. there was-tio 
contract with the person who was of the same ial as 
the firm, and y that trover would lie at the 


suit of the plaintiff to parle goods.— Hardman 
Booth, Bx. 11 W. R. 239. 


«a 


COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before J aaa ag nian and 


Jan. 15.—In the Matier of an Alterna D 


moved for a rule. calli n am attorney to 
matters contained in an davit of the app! pn pois, 


was charged. with havin ot | his. dav: 
{ mortgage on certain property bias D aaa 


tained a sum of money, Kaha &. 
whereas, of course, he Knew.she Was not, 

The Court granted a rule. 

—— In re Everest, an Attorney.— Mr. T; moved 
for a rule to strike this attorney off theroll; for duct in 
not having paid over pyre eet 7! he had received 


be) on his account. He bad excused himself from time to time on 
the score of illness, and on that plea the case has been 


so often that it has been pending for a long period. has 
come before the Court on several occasions, and a ‘so 
last term. It then appeared that the — well 
enough to aniwer, and in fact be hed filed. an which 
was deemed u , and the Court then suggested some 


substantive application, and, as it appeared he was pe 
pion o pay, the preset pplication strike hel: off the 


The ¢ oun granted a rule nist for that purpose, 


—— ti re Chidley, ai Atlo —Mr. J. A, Russel 
moved for a rule calling upon eps aan to 
he should not Herd over a sum of nonoy whit 
fn Jangary, 1856, for a client of his, the 
whe Had 266 hekst of his receipt of it ‘un ae 
whet she caused a demand to be Scant be Bin hi 
cottnt, in answer to which he sent afi acéount 
of £171 due from him, and promising ‘payment na a 
then he had been applied to repeatedly for payment, but 
not paid. 
The Covurr granted a rule. 


—— Thompson v. Holland. — This was am action on 2 
uill of exchange for £12. The defendant set aA Sime 
that she had given the bill solely under the of a 
us by Kt drawer that A it Sigh given her son- 
in-law wo! r) prvartes forging er name to another 
bill, and she would be called as a witness againat 
case was tried before the Secondary of London, 


if 


holder of the bill, and they did so find. 

Mr. Edward Bestey on the part of the defendant, moved 
for a new trial on the ground of misdirection; bat 

The Court thought the Secondary wad vign, as the question 
hé put*to the jury went to the very essence of the defence, 

The learned Counsel was met with the difficulty that He had 
Ss provided with a copy of the Sécondary’s notes of the 

lence, and 

The Covur intimated that in faturé they should’ require it 

in such cases. 





ie 
| par, scons ae 
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had taken place before the justices between the Easter session, 
1850, and the Easter session, 1860. By the 11 & 12 Vict. 
c, 43, s, 14, the justices were directed to draw up all summary 
convictions that took place before them, and forward them to 
the respective clerks of the peace, to be filed amongst the 
records of the quarter sessions. The summary convictions b 
the Rochester justices had not been drawn up and filed wit! 
the — of the peace for the borough during the ten years 
named. : 

Mr. Justice Crompton said the application was for a 
geen order, whereas it should have been specific, and asked 

learned counsel if he was moving for the Attorney-General 
‘with a view to reform some practice. 

‘Mr. Smith said he was not. He moved on behalf of the 
clerk of ‘the peace, who was entitled to a fee of 1s. for every 
summary conviction so recorded by him. From the returns 
that had been made since 1860 there were 1,400 summary con- 
victions that had not been filed. 

Mr. Justice Wicurman said the convictions ought to be 
filed, and no doubt after that expression of opinion by the 
a it end goat ing a yoo It was the duty of the 
justices and not the clerk, and consequently the application 
could not be entertained. d ” 

Application refused, 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn, and 
Justices WiGHTMAN, CROMPTON, and BLACKBURN.) 
, Jan. 19,—Scott v. Lowndes.—Mr. Holl moved for a rule 
calling upon Messrs. Lowndes, two of the justices of Bucks, 
to state a case for the opinion of the Court. This was a con- 
vietion under the 19 Geo. 2, c, 21, an Act for the more 
effectual prevention of profane cursing and swearing. By that 
Act it is enacted that if any person should be convicted of 
profane cursing and swearing—if a day labourer, he should be 
fined 1s. for every oath, and every other person under the 
degree of gentleman, 2s. The appellant Scott was summoned 
before the magistrates for having sworn one profane oath, for 
which he was liable to a fine of 2s., and, after hearing the 
evidence, they convicted him in the penalty of 40s., being 
twenty penalties for the oath twenty several times repeated. 
The Lorp Curer Justice.—Then you say there ought to 
here bem « separate information and conviction for every 


Mr. Holl,—Yes. 


Mr. Justice BLacksuRx thought the proceedings should be 
We povlergn, sutton then on @ case to be stated by the magis- 


Mr, Justice Crompron.—Does every oath involve a fine? 

Mr. Holl—Yes. I apprehend that if there are twenty oaths 
the fines must be separately for each oath. 

_ The Lorp Cuizr Jusrice.—It would be ultra vires to in- 
flict a penalty of 40s., where the Act only gives 2s. Is not 
the conviction bad on one of two grounds—either the convic- 
tion for several offences on one complaint; or, that the magis- 
trates have imposed a penalty beyond the powers of the Act? 

Mr, Justice Crompton.—I think the conviction is right. 

The clause in the Act states for every oath. In the form of 
conviction it is one or more oaths. The words “ or more” 
being in italics, 
_ Mr. Holl.—The act states for profanely cursing and swear- 
ing, not profanely swearing one or more profane oaths, and the 
appellant is convicted of profanely swearing one oath twenty 
times é 

Mr. Justice Crompron.—You say that having paid 2s. for 
swearing one oath it gives a licence to go on swearing for the 
remainder of the day. If the conviction is brought up on 
certiorari we shall probably amend the conviction from an 
offence to offences. 

Mr. Justice BLacksurn.—Is this Act in forcenow? I see 
by the 13th section the Act is to be publicly read in every 
church four times a year, naming the particular days—imme- 
diately after morning and evening service. I have been to 
church on some of the days named, but I never recollect to 
have heard the Act read. 

Mr. Justice Crompron.— There are many such provisions, 
but they are not carried out. I recollect a case under the 
Bribery Act. It was required to be read at the Easter 
quarter sessions, and an application was made that it should 
be done. The clerk of the peace was astonished and surprised 
at the application. He had never known it done, and the Act 
could not be found. ' However the Act was afterwards found 
and read. Perhaps now this case has been mentioned we shall 
have the pleasure of hearing it read in church in future. 

Mr. Holl—I understand there is a special Act which pro- 
vides that these Acts shall not be read in church. 





It was then arranged that the learned counsel had better 
consider whether he would take a i : 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

(Sittings in Banco in Hilary Term, before Lord Chief Barcn 
Potxock, and Barons Martin, CHANNELL and WILDE.) 
Jan 15.—Hardy and Another v. Chowne and Another.— 

Power of an attorney to compromise action.— was an 

action in ejectment to recover ion of some land in 

Buckinghamshire. It was put down for trial at the last 

summer assizes at Aylesbury, but a few days prior to the 

assizes the attorney for the defendants entered into a compro- 
mise with the plaintiffs, by which they were to enter up judg- 
ment against the defendants, and the defendants were to give 
up possession of the land, but to have a lease of it for twenty-one 
years at a nominal rent. Subsequently a rule was obtained to 
set aside the judgment and all subsequent proceedings, on the 
ground that the defendants had given no authority to their 
attorney to enter into the compromise, and that they believed 
that had a good defence to the action. The rule was 
argued during last term, and the Court deferred their judg- 


: 

Mr. Baron BRAMWELL, in now delivering j t, saip 
there was a direct conflict of testimony as to whether the de- 
fendant gave the attorney authority to enter into a compromise, 
and the Court thought the best way to dispose of the case was 
to simply discharge the rule, because the defendants had their 
remedy against the attorney if he had exceeded his authority. 

Rule discharged. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Baron Poxzock and 
Barons Martin and CHANNELL.) 

Jan. 17.—In re an Attorney.—Mr. Overend, Q.C., moved 
for a rule calling upon an attorney of this court to show cause 
why he should not be struck off the roll of attorneys, and why 
certain briefs in actions in which he had been should 
not be delivered to and detained by the officers of the court 
until the present rule should be disposed of. The misconduct 
upon which the motion was based was alleged to have occurred 
under the following circumstances:—At the York Assizes, in 
the month of July, 1861, five actions in reference to ® water- 
course had been entered for trial, In the first three of these 
actions a Mr, Nuttall was the plaintiff, and in the remaining 
two the defendant. In all the actions the attorney against 
whom the present application was made appeared as the legal 
adviser of Mr. Nuttall. In the course of the trial of one of 
the causes it was s that the matters of which they 
formed the subject might be more fully discussed and satisfac- 
torily determined by a private tribunal. The suggestion was 
adopted, and the causes were referred to a barrister. On the 
5th of June, 1862, the arbitrator made his award. He directed 
that a verdict should be entered for Mr. Nuttall on the first 
and second actions, with substantial damages, on the third with 
nominal damages, and against him on the fourth and fifth. 
Mr. Nuttall became entitled, therefore, to costs in the first and 
second actions, while he had to pay costs in the fourth and 
fifth. Nothing further so tae until an appointment was 
made for taxation, when bills were delivered by Mr. Nuttall’s 
attorney, and an affidavit of increase sworn by him. On the 
7th of November he showed the affidavit to the attorney for 
the defendant, when the latter, on examining it, said, “ You 
are surely mistaken. You swear that you have paid John 
Brook and another person £5 10s. That is impossible; they 
are my witnesses, and I have paid them.” He admitted his 
error, and promised that he would swear another and more 
accurate affidavit. He subsequently swore that he had paid 
them £1 each. He further swore that he had issued subpoenas 
and paid the expenses attendant on their service to: eighteen 
witnesses. His opponent expressed a wish to see the subposnas, 
and on their production it was found that one su for a 
person named Bagshaw, had never been filled up, an that 
there had been only two subpoenas for the remaining seventeen. 
He had charged for copies and service. He had also charged in 
the second action £10 Lis., for subpeenas and expenses for a 
witness named Hanson. It is further alleged that as his 
client, Mr. Nuttall, really,succeeded only in the first and 
second actions, it was important to him that it should appear 
that certain witnesses were used and their evidence deemed 
material only in those actions, and not in the others, inasmuch 
as in the first state of things he would be entitled to all the 
costs of their attendance, while in the latter he would be 
allowed only a proportionate sum for those cases in which his 
client had been successful. He had sworn that they were mate- 
rial only in the first and second actions. The correctness of this 






















_.which justified the interference 
* fictitious payments, and attempting to procure the 
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deposition was disputed, and he was required by the Master 
before whom the taxation took place to produce the briefs used 
at the trial and reference. On their production the witnesses 
were found to have been used as ‘material witnesses in all the 
actions. The Master thereupon directed that the briefs should 
be impounded. It was now submitted that this was misconduct 


expenses 
witnesses to which he was not entitled, he had been guilty of a 
fraud on the revenue and the Court. 

Baron Marty said that he thought the application should be 
rather to answer the matters contained in the affidavit. It was 
possible that it might ultimately appear to be only a dispute 
between the attorneys, and if the rule as at present sought 
peeps ot ee obtaining it w have to pay 

e costs. 

Mr. Overend said that the application was rather made at 
the suggestion of the Master before whom the matter was 
heard. Those by whom he was instructed were quite pre- 
pared to take the rule in its present form, subject to any ulti- 
mate consequences attendant on its failure. It was not the 

to call on an attorney to answer‘matters contained in 
an affidavit if those matters involyed a charge of perjury, 

The Carer Baron said that, without prejudging the case, 
the statement which they had just heard showed conduct 
which, if proved to be true, would render it very questionable 
whether the name of a titioner guilty of it should be 
allowed to disgrace the roll of attorneys. He was of opinion, 
therefore, that the rule should be ted to show cause why 
the attorney should not be struck off the rolls, or why he 
should not be mom y from, practice for such a period of 
time as the Court should think proper, and that the briefs in 
the cause should in the meantime be impounded. 

The other members of the Court concurred, and the rule 
was accordingly: granted. 

(Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Mr. Baron BRAMWELL and a Com- 
mon Jury.) 

Jan. 20.—-Gibbon v. Budd.—This was an action brought by 
the plaintiff, a physician residing in Finsbury-square, against 
the defendant, the executor of the late Mr. Henry Budd, to 
recover the sum of £21 for services, &¢. The defendant pleaded 
never indebted. 

Mr. Serjeant Parry and Mr. Cole were counsel for the plain- 
tiff; Mr. Shaw'and Mr. Dowdeswell for the defendant. 

It appeared that the deceased had consulted the plaintiff in 
consequence of having met with an accident to his foot. The 
plaintiff attended him upto the month of July, 1862, when 
he died. The plaintiff now claimed against the executor. 

At the conclusion of the plaintiff's case, 

Mr. Dowdeswell contended that there was no case to go to 
the jury. The plaintiff had made out no special promise to 
pay on the part of the deceased. Previous to the passing of 
the last Medical Act physicians were expected to attend for 
an honorarium, and they could not recover their charges for 
attendance, &c., without a special contract. ‘The act pro- 
vided for the recovery by registered physicians and surgeons 
of their reasonable charges, subject to such bye-laws as might 
be passed by the College of Physicians. The members of the 
college, however, had passed a bye-law enacting that they 
should not recover, though a contract existed. 

Mr. Baron BraMwELL.—Then the college has put a farther 
difficulty in the way of recovering their charges? 

Mr. Dowdeswell.—Yes; the object is to make the payment 
of the fee immediate on the giving the advice. 

Mr Cole observed that the Act of Parliament referred to 
‘ fellows and members,” but that the bye-law only referred to 
the fellows, and consequently it did not apply to the present 
case, 

Mr. Baron BraMwE.t was inclined to think it gave rise to 
the question whether the college had a right to make bye- 
laws excluding one part of the body. He was at a loss to 
understand why a physician should not be able to recover his 
fees as well as a general practitioner. There could be no 
doubt it was intended that a physician should recover his 
charges. The Act referred to all reasonable charges, and it 
was to be inferred that such.could not refer to a contract, The 
use of the word “reasonable” in the Act, instead of “ fixed 
charges,” evidently was intended to relieve physicians from 
the disability they formerly laboured under. He would re- 


serve the point. 

r. said that as his client was one of the execu- 
tors he felt bound’ to take the opinion of the Court in order to 
protect the estate. 


of the Court. By swearing a 





Mr, Serjt. Parry observed that the defendant was a legates 
under the will to the extent of about half-a-million. 

Mr. Dowdeswell addressed the jury, observing that the de- 
ceased was a very miserly man, and not likely ‘on 
his own account to incur so large a liability. Other 
men attended the deceased} and during a portion of the time 
when the defendant visited him no medical man was in at- 
tendance. 

Evidence was then celled in support of the defendant’s case. 
fT tS ee eee 


The learned Judge gave the defendant leave to move ‘tlie 
pom ance ae eck construction to be placed on the Medical 

ct. ’ 

(Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Guildhall, before Mr. Baron Brax- 
WELL and a Common Jury.) : 

Jan. 19.—There was an entry of thirty causes for this the 
first sitting at Guildhall in Hilary Term. 

Davis v. Mitchell.—This was an action for pose be ig a 
boat on the Thames. There was the usual con in 
4 ey B d there ought really to be ” 

. RAMWELL Sai to bea 
exception to such cases bei eid ny wpa dala: 
the whole value was only £8 or £9.. An attorney ought toex~ 
plain to his client that such a case was only fit to be tried in a 
county court. Ifa county court was not competent to try 
such a case, those courts had better be shat up. 

The jury returned a verdict for the defendant, , 

Jan. 16,—Mr. Osborne, Q.C., of the Equity Bar, and Mr 
Burke, Q.C., of the Parliamentary Bar, were to day called 
within the bar of this Court. 

COURT OF PROBATE. A 
(Before Sir C. Cressw&x.) 

Jan. 16.—Mr. Osborne, Q.C., and Mr. Burke, Q:C., were 

to day called within the bar of this Court. 





BANERUPTCY LAW. 


ceundnaenanan oer pe ame eet his 
or creditors execu an pt 
bankruptcy, though not to the Bank- 
rupt Act, 1861, s. 194, is receivable im evidence against 
the alleged bankrupt as a proof of an act of ' a c. 

Pompey he i: Be vanggecbs £ boy By admits ot 
inability to pay hi ts, conveying the greater part 
his property to a trustee for the primary benefit of his 
solicitor, to cover debts then due or to become due to 
him, and then for the benefit of his creditors who were 
parties thereto, in such manner as that the general body 
of creditors are delayed in or deprived of the adminis- 
tration of the property to which they would be entitled 
by law, is an act of bankruptey— Ez parte Wensley, Re 
Wensley, L. C.,11 W. R. 241. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
_ (Before Mr. Commissioner Fane.) 

Jan 21.—In re Dr. W. V. Pettigrew.—The bankrupt is a 
physician of Chester-street, Grosvenor-square, This was a 
win cle conse of the peoensdiam 06th Maan nae 

In the course of t ings in 
was stated that the ban had had accommodation trans- 
actions with Mr. Digby Seymour, Q;C., to the amount of £900. 
Mr. Lawrance now stated that the whole of that amount had 
been paid by Mr. Seymour. 


Correspondence. 
Tue Bankruptcy ComMissiongrs—Allow me to call 
your attention to the state of one of the commissi courts 
in bankraptey, and which prevents my proceeding several 
matters belonging to his court. ' 
The commissioner is absent, and not expected to sit again. 
The registrar is either absent or, as I have been 
informed, “just gone out, and will be back in about an hour.” 
The messenger is generally absent after one o'clock in the day, 
and does not come till twelve o’ and the é 
belonging to this i court also been ony 
upwards of a fortnight, and the business in-his office 
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at a standstill, or managed by very incompetent clerks. I 
may also mention that this assignee, although in receipt of the 
salary of £1,200 per annum, pays an accountant, a late clerk 
to one of the official assignees who lately retired, for attend- 
the meetings in court- for him, when there are any. 

Surely this state of things cannot last long after the ap- 
-proaching meeting of Parliament, but I am afraid that no real 
reform in bankruptcy will be effected until the present structure 
-is pulled down and the business transferred to anotlier spot, 
with an entirely new staff of officers. : 

When the masters in chancery were done away with and 
the chief clerks appointed in their stead, Lord St. Leonards 
insisted that the building which the masters had used should 
be appropriated to other purposes, and that the chief clerks 
Should have an entirely different building in which to perform 
their duties, J. A. A. 

Jan, 20, 1863. 





PROBATE. 
Apministration—Domici..— A Sardinian who had 
settled in Brazil died intestate on his v from Bahia 
to Genoa.. He had wound up his affairs in Brazil, and 
intended to resume his domicil of origin at Genoa. An 
ent had been come to between the Brazilian and 


the Italian Governments, with t to the administra- | 
tion of his property and the ianship of his children 
(some of whom were in Genoa and others in Brazil), by | 


‘which the Brazilian Govetnment gave up to the Italian — 
Government all claim to such administration and guar- | 
dianship. The Court revoked a grant of administration | 
which had been made to the papeoouaiptive of the person | 


entitled to it according to the 
w.—Inthe goods of Bianchi, deceased, Q. B., 11 W. R. 
240. . 

CavEAT—TIME TO ENTER APPEARANCE.— A caveat 
entered by a next of kin having been warned by the 
executors, the next of kin applied to have the time for 
entering an appearapce extended to six months, in order 
that a communieation might be made with another next 
of kin who was in Australia, the caveat purporting to 
hhave been entered also -on his behalf. The Court 
rejected the motion.—ZJn the goods of Corcoran, deceased, 
1] W. R. 241. : 

Cosrs oF UNSUCCESSFUL OPPOSITION TO A WILL.—A next 
of kin who opposed a will on the grounds of undue 
execution, ineapacity, and undue influence, condemned 





pd costs.— v. Burroughs and Wife, 11 W. R. 
a. 
POLICE COURTS. 
CLERKENWELL. 


On Wednesday, Charles Daniels, a photographer, was 
charged beforé Mr. Barker with selling a copy or colour- 
able imitation of a ograph of Mr. Sothern as Lord 
Dundreary, without the consent of Henry Hering, photographic 
artist, of Regent-street, the proprietor of the copyright of 
such photograph, and knowing the said copy or imitation had 
been unlawfully made. 

Mr. Brandt, attended for the complainants; and Mr. Pook, 
solicitor, for the defendant, 

Mr. Pook raised two points on behalf of the defendant; 
the first was that there had been no proof of any agreement 
in writing by Mr. Sothern for the publication of his portrait; 
and secondly, that if any such agreement had existed, and the 
copyright had been registered, it had not begn brought to the 
knowledge of the defendant, as was contemplated by the Act 
of Parliament under which this complaint had been laid. 

Mr. Barxer said he was quite satisfied with the evidence 
before him that the defendant had been guilty of the wrong- 
ful act imputed to him under the summons and proved in 


evidence; a sh ae ef to give him, if he sata be so advised, 
an appeali his (Mr. Barker's) decision 
fig ceald Beate: ths penal ag eet / : 


power of appeal, and aw: 


to the sum of £3 Os. 6¢., with 
£2 2s. for costs, 





‘azilian law, and made a | 
—_ to the person entitled to it cae to the Italian | 
a P 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. © 


Barristers’ Fers ror Purits, 
Can you inform me, through the medium of your valuable 
, What is about the usual premium paid to a barrister by 

an articled clerk for reading with him for twelve months? 

Jan, 15, 1863. TNQUIRER. 

[100 guineas a-year is the regular, and, we. believe, invari- 
able fee paid to: barristers with pupils, whether. they are stu- 
dents for the Bar or articled clerks. Sometimes pupils are 
taken for six months at the same rate, but this is generally 
cotisidered a favour, where & barrister is in good business, and 
his chambers are frequented by pupils.—Ep. 8. J] _ 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS. 

Catt any Of your numerous cbrrespondents inform me 
whether tle questions at the infermédjate examinations are 
published, and if so, where they may be obtained ? 
~ Bristol, Jan. 19, 1863. An ArTicLep CLERK. 

[These questions never have been published, and we are 
informed that it is not intended to publish them.—Eb. S. J.] 





Apriotep Cierxs’ Intermepiate Examination, 


Perhaps the following information may be useful to “A 
Managing Clerk” and some of your readers :— 

In 1861 1 was articled for three years under the 4th 
section of the Solicitors’ Act, 1860, and fully expected to offer 
myself for intermediate examination this term. However, in 
making the necessary proparation for the same, I had the 
gratification (?) to learn, that although I had been in a solici- 
tor’s office upwards of twelve years,'and fulfilled the require- 
ments of the Act, I was not entitled to take the benefit of the 
same, “on account of my youth on entering the business,” and 


| before I could be allowed to sit for examination two years must 


be added to the original term, to complete the usual period of 
service. This has been done by supplementary articles, the 
cost of which, together with the expense of the necessary pre- 
paration for the supposed examination, is a little under £7, 
certainly a handsome fee for a clerk to pay to eke out the con- 
struction of a modern Act of Parliament. . It. has been held, I 
am informed, that the ten years’ service previous to articles, is 
allowed to commence when the clerk attains the age of 
twenty-one, “ provided lie be a managing clerk doing the business 
of a solicitor as principal.” Therefore if he answers this de- 
scription, and wishes to take the benefit of the Act, he must be 
thirty-one years of age before he presumes to offer himself for 
preliminary examination. The absurdity of such an examination 
to a man who has spent the best years of his life in the frans- 
action of legal business, and the impossibility for him .to; have 
kept up the requisite schoolboy knowledge, must he palpable 
to all your readers. By the introduction of this bar the unfor- 
tunate clerk, however clever he may be in the discharge of 
legal duties, is virtually shut out from the particips tion of the 
little benefit intended to be conferred upon him by the 4th sec- 
tion of the Act. 





Peritions or Ricut. 

The late case of Irwin v. Sir George Grey raises a question 
that has never*(to my mind) réceived proper consideration. It 
is whether the Queen may defent a petition of right by re- 
turning an unfavourable answer to it. It was unders that 
the object of the Act, known as Mr, Bovill’s, was to put a sub- 
ject having a claim against the Crown in the same position as if 
it were against another subject—I mean substantially, and not 
merély as regards the form of action. But if the sovereign is 
to be at liberty to stop the proceedings when she chooses, what 
is the use of the Act of Parliament? I cannot imagine, how- 
ever, how the Home Secretary could be sued in this a 


- 





Losr Bastarpy OrpER—NON-SERVICE OF SAME. 


In answer to query of Mr. J. T. Shapland (ante, p. 
165), I am decidedly of opinion, from reading of 
sect. 3 of 7 & 8 Vict. c, 101, that the actual service 
ot the order in bastardy is not absolutely necessary. As 
to the contention of J, Rs attorney. that the order had 
been lost arid no duplicate or copy produced or served on his 
client, no order could be made. Now as to this J. R,’s attorney is 
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no doubt aware of the ordinary rule of evidence, that where a 
document is lost, it is sufficient to establish it if clear secondary 
evidence is given of its contents by parties capable of so doing. 
Now the question is whether sufficient secondary evidence was 
given; the evidence of the witness called by M. H., who proved 
her presence at the petty sessions, and the making of the order, 
and also the evidence of the justices’ clerk, who drew up the 
order, would no doubt be held sufficient, and unquestionably so 
by any judge or legally competent person. 2. Wasthere safficient 
notice of order to the putative father? I say “ notice” 
because, although that word is not used in the Act, yet the 
form of “ information of the mother on disobedience of order,’’ 
provided by 8 Vict. c. 10, the mother has to say not that the 
order was served, but that the putative father “hath had due 
notice.” Service does not seem essential by the Act: power, 
is mentioned about it; although for the sake of caution it woul 
be much better in every case that a duplicate of the order 
should be personally served on the father. Mr. Saunders, in 
his “ Law of Affiliation” (p. 29), says, “ The order, when drawn 
up, should be served upon the defendant, either personally or by 
being left at his place of abode.” Now Mr. Saunders quotes no 
authority for this Yo wer and it is no doubt written by 
him not because it is legally necessary that such service should 
be effected, but as a guide in careful practice, I contend that 
the question resolves itself into this: —(1) has sufficient secon- 
dary evidence of the order been given? I contend for the fore- 
going reasons that there has been sufficient evidence. And (2) 
has the putative father had due notice of the order?” Now 
what is due notice? In all other transactions notice to a 
solicitor or attorney is notice to a client, and surely this pro- 
position applies to this case. The attorney was present at the 
hearing, and surely it may be naturally inferred that he com- 
municated tv his client the result of the hearing. 

For the foregoing reasons I am of opinion that the ruling of 
the magistrates was the proper ruling, and that the father was 
liable to pay the thirteen shillings, for the thirteen. weeks’ 
arrears, A CuerK To BoroveH Macisrrares. 





Booxs ror “ ARTICLED CLERKS.” 

I thank your correspondent who signed himself “ Attorney,” 
in your journal of the 10th inst., for his letter in reply to 
mine, contained in your journal of the 3rd inst., signed 
“A. F. T.§&.,” wherein he says “if a solicitor be provided 
with the necessary materials (in way of books of the law and 
of practice), to carry on his profession, it is naturally supposed 
that these would be sufficient for any articled clerk who would 
wish to acquire a knowledge of ‘his profession.” 

Now, supposing that the solicitor is not “ provided with 
the necessary materials in the way of books,” does it then 
become incumbent on the solicitor to purchase the necessary 
books, to enable his clerk to pass his examinations ? That is 
the question. 

As every articled clerk, who goes up for his intermediate 
examination, is to be examined on the following works— 
namely, Stephen’s Blackstone, price four guineas; Haynes’ 
Ontlines of Equity, 10s.; and Smith’s Action at Law, 12s; 
making together £5 6s. Od., it is a matter of some little im- 
portance to articled clerks, if the gentlemen to whom they are 
articled have not these books in their library, to know who 
is to buy them. A. F. T. 8. 

Jan. 21, 1863. 





DELAYS IN THE ENROLMENT OFFICE. 

In October last we sent up a purchase deed for enrolment 
under the Fines and Recoveries Act, and though our agents 
have had the trouble of repeatedly enquiring for it they can 
neither get the deed nor any certain information as to when it 
will be ready. We understand the arrears are large, and the 
staff of clerks small, but surely some temporary assistance 
might be obtained. 

We have no desire to grumble, but our client wishes to 
secure some money he owes by depositing the deeds, and the 
lender is getting troublesome, thinking that some fraud upon 
him is intended. There are doubtless other cases of equal 
hardship. A Country Firm. 

Jan. 21, 1863. 





Soxicrtor’s Ricats as MortGaGeEe iN Trust. 


In answer to the inquiry of“ a trustee” (ante, p. 165), whether 
or not a trustee who is a solicitor, and it becomes necessary for 
him to file a bill in to foreclose a mortgage (on which 
his trust money is ad ), he can claim his costs, or only his 
costs out of pocket. It is settled law that a trustee who is a 





solicitor cannot charge the estate for his professional labours, 
but will be allowed merely his costs out of pocket (9 Bythew. 
by Jarm. 338; Moore v. Frowd, 3 M. & Cr. 46; Broughton v. 
Broughton, 5 De G. M & G. 160), unless there be a special 
contract to that effect (Jn re Si 3 Beav. 338); and 
even where there is a special contract with the cestui que trust 
the conditions of it must be fulfilled to the letter, or the trustee 
is not entitled to his reward (Gould v. Fleetwood, cited Robinson 
v. Pett, 3 P. W. 251, notea), And I have no doubt,although 
I have not. searched up the cases, that a solicitor who is a 
trustee of a sum which has been invested on cannot 
charge as against the trust fund any sum for his = i 
labour in a foreclosure suit, for if he did, it would be a direct 
contravention of the established rule to keep trustees in the 
line of their duty, that they shall not derive any personal ad- 
vantage from the administration of the property committed to 
their charge. But I presume if the trustee is a country 
solicitor he may charge as against the trust fund the charges 
of his town agent, and also fees paid to counsel. 

If it is necessary that a foreclosure suit should be instituted 
the best course for the solicitor to take would be to obtain a 
clear written agreement from the parties beneticially interested 
in the trust fund to allow him the usual taxed costs as between 
solicitor and client—the agreement should be expressed in clear 
and unambiguous terms, Lex. 





County Court Bankrurroy—Orper oF DISCHARGE. 

In answer to“ T. T.8.,” inquiry (ante, p. 204), whether the 
final order of discharge on a £1 stamp should be given to a 
bankrupt or filed in Court, “After the expiration of thirty 
days the Registrar of the Court shall deliver the order of dis- 
charge to the bankrupt” (Gen. Ord. 1862, No. my The 
order must be on parchment upon a £1 stamp. dupi- 
cate of the order of discharge to be filed with the ry 





JupGEs’ CHAMBERS. 

I invite your attention to the present mode of transacting 
business at the judges’ chambers, and the fearful loss of time 
consequent thereupon. 

The best way of illustratiug the evil complained of will be 
to describe an afternoon “ at chambers”—say yesterday after- 
noon, for one day, unhappily, varies but little from another. 
My summons -yesterday was returnable, as usual, at 3 o'clock. 
We first meet in an outer chamber, where we are penned up for 
half an hour and nearly stifled in the midst of a crowd of 
clerks and boys shouting and bawling in all manner of tones 
and keys. At about half past-3 parties are admitted into 
the judge’s private room, usually two or three only at 
atime. Yesterday, for a change, no order was observed, 
and the judge’s “ private” room, from soon after 3 until 
6 o'clock, was thronged with not less than from twenty 
to thirty persons at one time, all waiting to 
their applications. In my case four parties were in attendance 
and we were kept waiting from three until more than half-past 
five before our number was reached; and after our case was 
heard and disposed of there were still others remaining to be 
heard. Nearly three hours were thus wasted before our case 
was reached. Multiply these three hours by the hundreds 
cases heard every day in the three chambers, and some 7" 

one 


E 


may be formed of the frightful waste of time occasioned 
the present system. Clients’ pockets must pay for this in 
shape or another. But the waste of time is not the only evil. 
A failure of justice frequently ensues as a natural consequence 
of the system. The judges get wearied and irritated —_ 
constant repetition of frivolous arguments on all sorts of frivo- 
lous points, and are sometimes thus rendered unfit to‘deal with 
matters of more importance in a judicial frame of mind. 

Another evil is that clerks acquire habits of ng yt 
and wasting the time of their principals in idle and 
gossip, to the utter destruction of proper business-like habits. 
‘The remedy for this state of things is obvious. Let one of the 
Masters of each court—the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and 
Exchequer—attend at the respective chambers of the Judges, 
and hear and dispose of all simple summonses and applications, 
such as for time to plead and the like, - 

This course is occasionally adopted when there is only one 
Judge in attendance for the three courts, but there is no reason 
why it should not be permanently acted upon. There are four 
or five Masters to each court, well paid, not over-worked, 
perfectly competent to discharge these duties, and I believe, 
a> of tan easteateh Ram senceneiey See re 


80. 
Jan, 21, 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry Newton, of the Bombay Civil Service, has been 
appointed a judge of the High Court at Bombay. 

Mr. Benjamin Scott Currey, of Derby, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer oaths in the High Vourt of 
Chancery in England. 

Mr. Charles John Allen, of 20, Bedford-row, has been ap- 
pointed ‘a Commissioner to swear affidavits for the courts of the 
County Palatine of Lancaster. 

Mr. William Grosvenor Whitehouse Naylor Jennings, of 18, 
Bennett’s-hill, Doctors’.commons, has been appointed London 
commissioner to administer oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 





PROVINCES. 


BristoL.—On Monday last the members of the legal pro- 
fession at Bristol met at the Bristol County Court in large 
numbers to bid adien to Sir Eardley Wilmot, on the occasion 
of his vacating the judgeship of that court. Mr, Edlin, on 
behalf of the Bar; Mr. S. L. King, on behalf of the attor- 
neys; Mr. Harley, senior registrar, who represented the officers 
of the court; and Mr. Thick, on behalf of the attorneys of the 
outlying courts, each expressed-the satisfaction generally felt 
with the manner in which justice had been administered during 
the nine years Sir Eardley had sat on the bench. They ex- 
pressed their high sense of the advantages they had derived 
from his kindness and good temper, and his conscientious and 
painstaking endeavours to do justice in all matters brought 
before him, and they wished him every success in his new 
position, Sir Eardley, in reply, expressed his satisfaction 
with the honour done him by those with whom chiefly his 
duties had brought him in eontact at Bristol. After some 
general remarks, he said he thought the institution of county 
courts a great.success, He did not see, however, why their 
jurisdiction should not be extended to £100. He was in 
favour of giving them an equitable jurisdiction up to £500, 
The expenses of the Court of Chancery often deterred the 
poorer classes from resorting there, and so forcing them to 
put up with losses, which, were there a jurisdiction in the 
county court to deal with such cases, they would not do. In- 
deed, he saw no reason why, in all common law .actions on 
simple contract, it should not be allowable to.a plaintiff to 
bring his action in the county court, leaving it to the defendant 
to remove it if he liked. After stating that he did not seek 
his new appointment, which was voluntarily offered him by 
the Lord Chancellor, and expressing his belief that his suc- 
cessor was all they could desire, he cordially and affectionately 
bade those present farewell, 


+ Marpstonz.—A meeting of the Kent magistrates was ‘held 
at Maidstone on Tuesday for the purpose of considering a 
proposition to divide the county into highway districts. The 
Earl of Romney was in the chair. A large number of 
memorials from the different parishes in the county were in 
the first imstance read, petitioning to be excluded from the 
operation of the Act, The main objections against it were 
that it would tend to centralize the management of local 
business, that the expense of maintaining the roads would be 
largely increased, and that the poor-rate would no longer be 
relieved by the employment upon the roads of men who would 
otherwise become chargeable to the union. A report was read 
from a committee appointed to consider the subject, recom- 
mending that the highway districts should be made co-exten- 
sive with the petty sessional divisions. Mr. Hardy, M.P., in 
moving the adoption of the report, said there was great mis- 
apprehension existing as to the meaning of the Act of Parlia- 
meut, the main object of which was simply to unite a number 
of adjoining parishes, and to place their roads under the 
charge of a competent man, instead of each parish changing 
its surveyor year by year, and acting upon the principle that 
anybody was competent to fill that office, He explained that 
each parish would only have to bear the expense incurred in 
keeping its own roads in repair, and maintained that so far 
from the rates being increased they would be diminished, 
quoting, in support of his argument, from a pamphlet describing 
the working of the district system in the’ neighbourhood of 
Merthyr, Wales. He contended that the several parishes in a 
district would have, through their representative at the High- 
way Board, a greater control over the expenditure than by the 
present system, under which there was practically no check 
upon the surveyors; and spoke in terms of strong reprehension 





of the system of easing the poor-rate by the employment upon 
the roads of wretched old men, who ought to be taken care of 
in the workhouse. Mr. Hardy concluded pe Sp that 
the report be adopted, and that a provisional be made for 
dividing the county into highway districts in the manner pro- 
posed, expressing his belief that as there had been a change of 
opinion in the House of Commons since 1849 as to the necessity 
of such an act, so those who now opposed its adoption would 
come to regard its operation as beneficial. A few unimportant 
modifications having been made as to one or two of the pro- 
posed districts the motion was unanimously .- It was 
decided that a Court of General Sessions should be held on the 
8rd of March for the purpose of making a final order. 








TRELAND. 

In a case of Re Hawkes, infants, which recently came before 
the Lord Chancellor upon an application for a reference to the 
master, to appoint a guardian of the infants, it appeared that 
an order was made in 1855, appointing the maternal grand- 
uncle of the infants their guardian, with a direction that the 
infants should be brought up in the Protestant faith. Notwith- 
standing the order the infants had been brought up Koman 
Catholics. The guardian died in 1857, and no guardian has 
since been appointed. The Lord Chancellor, in making the 
order of reference, said, “ There has been agreat miscarriage in 
the entire proceedings. I have been carefully considering 
whether provision could not be made for. minors in the same 
way as lunatics, and whether some paid could not be 
appointed to takecare of them. Some such provision must be 
made by which the parties will be responsible for disobeying 
the orders of the Court.” 


A motion was made last term before the Master of the Rolls 
in a case of Wynne y. Cox, to compel the petitioner Sir George 
Grey to give security for costs, he being resident in London. 
It was resisted onthe ground that the petitioner, being a civil 
officer of the Crown, had the same privilege of being exempted 
from giving security for costs as the officers of the army and 
navy. The case stood over for judgment. 

The Master of the Rolls, on the 15th inst., said that he. could 
not assume that Sir George Grey had committed an illegal act, 
and that he could therefore give no rule upon the motion. 


On the 14th inst. the solicitors practising at the Mayo 
Quarter Sessions, gave a banquet to the ch n of those 
sessions, Charles Rolleston, Esq., Q.C. : 


In the Common Pleas in Dublin, on Tuesday, the full Court 
fined Mr,. Rohert J. Martin, Solicitor, in the sum of £20, 
for having affixed, without his authority, the name of Mr. 
Tuckey, Barrister, to the pleadings for the defence, in the case 
of Lawson v. Boyd. 








SCOTLAND. 
The Court of Justiciary in Edinburgh gave judgment on 
the 17th inst., in the case of the Rev. Mr. M‘Laughlin who 


it will be remembered, refused to give evidence before a Glasgow 
magistrate until the customary form of oath was altered for 
his accommodation; and even then he refused on the plea of his 
clerical profession, to give evidence that would tend to crimi- 
nate the prisoner. For this contempt of court he was sent to 
gaol fora month. He appealed to the High Court of Justi- 
ciary; and the case having been fully argued on both sides, 
the full court pronounced their opinion through the Lord 
Justice General (M‘Neill), that the contempt of court was 
proved; that the alteration of the form of oath was a mistake 
on the part of the magistrate, and did not relieve the witness 
from his obligation to tell the whole truth, But in consi- 
deration of the confusion which this variation in the oath 
might have produced in the witness’s mind, the Court decided to 
reduce the imprisonment to the period he had already suffered, 
and he was therefore set at liberty. 

Sir Duncan Cameron, Bart., of Fassifern and Callart, whose 
death has been recently announced, spent his younger years at 
the Bar in Edinburgh. He succeeded.to the baronetcy and 
estates in 1828, 








COLONIAL TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AUSTRALIA. 
Metsournr.—Measures will shortly be brought before the 
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Legislative Assembly for the consolidation of all the Acts re- 
lating to crime and into one code; for the establish- 
ment of local insolvency courts; for thé authorisation of part- 
nerships with limited liability, and for the management of rail- 


ways. 

The question of privilege between the legislative assembly 
and Mr. Dill, the publisher of the Argus, the of 
which we inserted in vol. 6. 8. J. p. 598, has not yet been de- 
termined. It: now awaits the decision of the Supreme Conart. 
To recapitulate the facts shortly, Mr. Dill, the publisher of the 

brought an action against the speaker and sergeant-at- 
arms of the assembly for arresting him (Mr, Dill) for the pub- 
lication of an alleged libel on a member, to which a plea was 
putin justifying the arrest as for. breach of privilege in the 
plaintiff, and mony oe by appropriate allegations the pos- 
session and exercise by the assembly of thesame powers to com- 
mit as those d by the House of Commons. To this plea 
the plaintiff demurred. The argument on the demurrer took 
place as far back as the 4th of July last, and, as the same 
question has already been decided against the plaintiff by 
the judges, in an application by him to be discharged out of 
custody, it is conceived that the long delay in giving judgment 
on the demurrer is owing to the desire of the Court to put the 
ease in the most satisfactory manner for reviewal by the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, before whom there is 
no doubt the question will eventually come. 


AvELAIDE.—Mr. Torrens the Registrar-General and Author 
of the Real Property Act (who is, we belieye, now in England) 
was previously to his leaving Adelaide for England presented 
‘with a farewell address, signed by several thousand persons. 
A grand demonstration in honour of Mr. ‘Torrens and of the 
Real Property Act was given on the 3Cth of October by 
the Germans of Tanunda and the surrounding country. 

The validity of the new Registration Act, passed at the end 
of last session, has been discussed in the Supreme Court, The 
feeling of the majority of the Bench appears to be against it, 
but judgment has not yet. been given, 


INDIA. 
The third session of the Bombay Legislative Council com- 
menced on the 15th of December. The Hon. Mr. H. L. Ander- 
son, chief secretary of the Government, has been sworn in a 


member of it. 
The pro contract law has been withdrawn ‘from the 
gislative Council. 





Calcutta 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS AND JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
CRIMINAL Statistics. 

The position of.convicts in France at present o¢cupies the 
attention of the Government. According to the last official 
accounts there are 7,690 convicts under sentence to hard 
labour. Of these, 1,964 are sentenced to hard labour for life; 
8,070 to from 5 to 10 years; 2,259 to from 11 to 20 years; 
282 to from 21 to 30 years; 41 to from 31 to 40 years; and 
nine to from 51 yeats and upwards. 4,750 were convicted of 
robbery, 1,027 of murder, 452 of attacks on women, 233 of 
incendiarism, 168 of assassination, 162 of cutting and maiming, 
150 of forgery, 140 of coining, 24 of fraudulent bankruptcy, 
and 26 of parricide, The half of these convicts are formed of 
men from 20 to 40 years of age. ‘There are 123 young men of 
from 16 to 20 years of and 270 old men above 60, The 
agricultural districts y more than half of the convicts. 


REVIEWS. 


The Shipping Law Manual, a concise Treatise on the Law 
governing the Interests of Shipowners, Merchants, Masters, 
Seamen, and other persons connected with British ships ; 
together with the Actgof Parliament, Forms, and Precedents, 
relating to the subject. - Being especially intended for popular 
use in Seaport Towns. By W. T. Greennow, of the 
Middle Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens, Sons, & 
Haynes. 1863. 

The-Merchant Shipping Amendment Act, 1862, with an Intro- 
ductory Analysis, an Appendia containing the Statute and 
ated Provisions of antecedent Acts, a Digest of Cases 
of Salvage and ollision, with reference to the extended 
jurisdiction, Practical and @ copious Index. By 








bg 


Jans O'Down, Enq,, of the Middle. Temple, Barrister-nt- 
La Butterworths. 1863. 
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sulidation comparatively easy. 
ping Act, 1854, several other statutes relating to 
shipping, concluding with the general “ Amendment 
have been passed, and although they have 
portant changes in the law, it 
author now to present all these 
Mr. Greenhow has done in his “ Mancal.” 
had heeome desirable, is sufficiently proved 
enumeration of the various statutes relating to 
have been passed since 1854. They are as follows:- 
Shipping Act Amendment Act, 1866; Bills of 
(18 & 19 Vict. c. 111), Foreign Ships’ 
(17 Vict. oc, 5), Passengers Act, 1855, and Admiralty A 
1861. ' 
Mr. Greenhow observes upon the diffi of introducing 
with effect into treatises published previo’ the extensive 
alterations entailed by such important statutes as thesé, t- 
ing as they do so many and such various topics of the law of 
shipping. It is no doubt extremely difficult to incorporate into 
text books, which are framed to any i extent pon 
one set of enactments, the law which is in a series 
of new ones, and this is of itself a teason why, 
notwithstanding the cag te co page law of — 
are already extant, a manual, aes \ 
of the last eight years, remained a desideratum. Green- 
how does not pretend to compete with Iris more ambitious pre- 
decessors. He seldom extends his discussions 
tary questions and radimentary matters, ahd 
is unusually modest and unassom 
scheme of the work appears to be ye 
ship-owners and country lawyers in seaport towns, may 
occasionally have to advise upon maritime cases, than for those 
who desire to acquaint themselves with the niceties of this 
branch of law. All the various topics are treated, however, 
lucid though popular manner, and with a very successful 
at logical generalization, observations of course 
only to so much of the manual as is not composed of the 
statutes which it comprises. These considerably exceed ' 
bulk the original observations; and as it is hoped thet this 
branch of law may, for some years to come, be considered com- 
plete, so far as Parliament can make it so,it will be convenient 
to have the entire code within the covers of one book which 
Shem erett ap ras 
. @ expect, ere are 

ob works on the law of already f 
Mr. Greenhow’s book will be received, both 
lawyers and merchants, , 

Mr. O'Dowd’s manual is planned more gro he 
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her Majesty’s customs is a guarantee 
practical character of his book. It does not Saas Gene 
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book indispensable to maritime lawyers, 


rs 


it 
sbeestiter 
‘itty 


Bes 


7 





230 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jan. 24, 1863. 












The Student's Guide to Bankruptcy: containing all the prin- 
cipal Questions and Answers in‘ Bankruptcy of former Ex- 
aminations of Articled Clerks, and also many new questions 
JSramed tomeet the lute extensive alterations in the Law, By 
H, WakEuam Purkis, Esq., Solicitor. Amer & Son. 1863. 


A recent resolution of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society will probably have the effect of interfering with the 
circulation of some of the numerous but ephemeral works 
which are written for the purpose of supplying answers to 
questions which have been put to candidates at the Law Insti- 
tution at past examinations, and are therefore likely to 
make their ap ce again at future ones. Mr. Wakeham 
Parkis, however, is less likely than the majority of his 
collaborateurs to be injured in this respect, as he does not 
attempt to produce such a multum in parvo as sometimes 
comes across us in the shape of a pamphlet professing to give 
complete and reliable answers in all the various branches of 
law. _ Mr. Purkis confines himself to bankruptcy, and he 
uses the questions mostly as texts or suggestive topics, so that 
his little work is in fact a kind of summary of the law of 
bankruptcy. We recommend it to articled clerks as a useful 
and simple exposition of the Act of 1861. ' 4 





*,* In next week’s impression we propose inserting our first 
notice of the new (5th) edition of Stephen’s Commentaries, 
which has just been published. Considering the importance 
and the extremely high character of the work, and the 
numerous additions which have been made in this last edition 
we have been anxious to present our readers with a notice of 
it at the earliest moment. Justice to them, however, not less 
than to the author, requires from us a careful examination of 
the work before we pronounce any opinion upon the merits of 
the new edition. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


ORDER OF THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
APPOINTING EXAMINERS FOR 1863. 


January 12, 1863. 

Whereas by an order made by the Right Honourable the 
Master of the Rolls, on the 13th day of January, 1844, it was 
amongst other things ordered that every person who has not 

reviously been admitted an attorney of the Courts of Queen’s 
nch, Common Pleas, and Exchequer, or one of them, should 
before he be admitted to take the oath required by the statute, 
6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, to be taken by persons applying to act as 
solicitors of the High Court of Chancery, undergo an examina- 
tion touching his fitness and capacity to act as a solicitor of 
the said Court of Chancery; and that twelve solicitors of the 
same court, to be appointed by the Master of the Rolls in each 
year, be examiners for the purpose of examining and inquiring 
touching the fitness and capacity of any such applicant for ad- 
mission as a solicitor, and that any five of the said examiners 
shall be competent to conduct the examination of such appli- 
cant. 

Now, in furtherance of the said order, the Right Honourable 
the Master of the Rolls is hereby pleased to order and. appoint 
that Edward Savage Bailey, John Henry Bolton, William 
Strickland Cookson, Charles Kaye Freshfield, Frederick Hal- 
sey Janson, Henry Lake, Edward Lawrance, Joseph Maynard, 
Park Nelson, Frederick Iltid Nicholl, William Stephens, and 
William Williams, solicitors, be examiners until the 31st day 
of December, 1863, to examine every person (not having been 
previously admitted an attorney of the courts of Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and equer (or one of them) who shall 
apply to be admitted a solicitor of the said Court of Chancery, 
touching his fitness and capacity to act as a solicitor of the 
said Court. And the Master of the Rolls doth direct that the 
said examiners shall conduct the examination of every such 
applicant, as aforesaid, in the manner and to the extent pointed 
out by the said order of the 13th day of January, 1844, and 
the regulations approved by his Lordship in reference thereto, 
and in no other manner and to no further extent. 

Joun Romitty, M.R, 


COMMON LAW RULE APPOINTING EXAMINERS 
FOR 1863. 


Hirary Term, 1863. 
It is ordered that the several masters for the time being 
of the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas and Exchequer 
with Edward Savage Bailey, Ralph. 
enry Bolton, John Clayton, William Strickland 


respectively 
Barnes, John 








Cookson, Charles Kaye Freshfield, Frederick Halsey Janson, 
Henry Lake, Edward Lawrance, Joseph Maynard, William 
Murray, Parke Nelson, Frederick Iltid Nicholl, Edward Leigh 
Pemberton, William Stephens and William Williams, gentle- 
men, attorneys-at-law, be, and the same are hereby appointed 
examiners for the t year to examine all, such persons as 
shall desire to be admitted attorneys of all or either of the said 
courts, and that any five of the said examiners (one of them 
being one of the said masters) shall be competent to conduct 
the said examination in pursuance of, and subject to the pro- 
visions of the rule of all the courts made in this behalf in 
Hilary Term, 1853. 


A. E. Cocksurn. E. B. Wii11ams, 
W. Erue. J. Witxes. 

F. Potiock. W. WicuTman. 
C. Crompron. S. Martin. 


G. BRAMWELL. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Hitary Term, 1863. 
The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench:—Friday, January 
30; Saturday, January 31. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. T. H. Happan, on Equity, Monday, January 26. 
Mr. W. Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, January 30. 





COURT PAPERS, 


Chancery, 
TRANSFER OF CAUSES. 

By an order of the Lord Chancellor, dated the 19th of Janu- 
ary, 1863, the following canses have been transferred from the 
paper of Vice-Chancellor Wood to the paper of the Master of 
the Rolls—viz., 


Allen ». Cross Wells v. Manners 
Corns v. Trow Williams v. Mawdeley 
Harries v, Harries Peacock v. Gibson 
Hodgson v. Earl of Bective Palairét v. Carew 
Scholetield v. Lockwood Wombell v. Cookney 


Webster v. Stoton Duncombe v. Busk 
Weld v. London & South-West- Vachell v. Roberts 
ern Railway Company Bainbridge v. Kinnaird 


Sharples v. Adams Hodgsor v. Bibby 
Gould v. Gould Lear v. Turner 
Harries v. Roberts Mousley v. Harrison 
Williams v. Williams Coventry v. Barclay 
Maugham v. Maugham Ford v. Tynte 


N.B. The Master of the Rolls will not hear any of the 
above causes until the first cause day after the present 
Hiiary Term. 





CHANCERY EASTER VACATION. 
January 15, 1863, 
Whereas, by the 5th of the Consolidated Orders of the High 
Court of Chancery, rule 4, article 1, it is provided that the 
Easter vacation is to commence and terminate on such days 
as-the Lord Chancellor shall every year specially direct. Now 
I do hereby order that the Easter vacation for the present year 
shall commence on Monday, the 30th day of March next, and 
terminate on Wednesday, the 8th day of April next, both days 
inclusive; and that this order be | and set up in the 
several offices of this court, Westpoury, C. 
Exchequer Chamber, 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
‘The following days have been appointed for the argument of 
errors and appeals :— 


Queezn’s Bencu. 





Monday ..0....sseeeereee4 Feb, 2 | Tuesday Feb, 3 
Common PLEAS. 
Wednesday .....0:0000. Feb. 4 | Thursday ....14...00000 Feb. 5 
EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 


Friday eteeeeeeeetececece Feb. 6 | Saturday siaiibhinteseiig Feb. 7 
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UNIVERSITY INTELLIGENCE. 


CamBripce.—The examination for the Chancellor’s Medal 
for Legal Studies will commence on Monday, the 16th of 
February, at 10 a.m., in the Senate House. Candidates are 
requested to send their names and date of degree to the Regius 
Professor of Laws, at Downing College, on or before Monday, 
the 9th of February. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
For tae Formation or New Lines or Rattway 1n Ena- 
LAND AND WALEs. 

The Examiners on Standing Orders have declared that the 
orders of both Houses have been duly complied with in the 
following cases :-— 

Lonpox, Bricuton, AND SoutH Coast.— New lines to 
Crystal Palace and Croydon.— 

Lonpoy, CuaTHaM, AND Dover.—Extensions to Mitcham, 
Epsom, and Sutton. Capital, £560,000. 

Newrort PaGnect.—New line from Wolverhampton to 
Newport Pagnell. 

Norwicu axp Spatpinc.—Extension to Wisbech. Capi- 
tal, £75,000. 

OKEHAMPTON AND LipForD.—Extension to Lancaster and 
South Devon Railway. 

PeTersoroucH, WisBecH, AND Surron.—New line be- 
tween these places. Cupital, £180,000. 

SoutH YorkKsuire.—Extension to Hull. 

Tenprinc HunprED.—Extension to Weely and Walton in 
Essex. Capital, £85,000. 

WHITEHAVEN, CLEATOR, AND EGREMontT.—Extension from 
Lamplugh to the Cockermouth and Worthington Railway. 
Capital, £75,000. 





PROJECTED COMPANIES. 

Tue Ancto-ParisiaN Brewery Company (Limitep). 

Capital, £200,000, in 10,000 shares of £20 each. 

Solicitors —Messrs. Crosley & Burn, 34, Lombard-street. 

This company is formed for the purpose of purchasing and 
working an established brewery, known as the “ Brasserie des 
Grandes Caves,” situate at vy, about one mile from the 
fortifications (or toundary) of the city of Paris. 


Tue Corron PLantation Company or Natat (Limirep). 
Capital, £150,000, in 15,000 shares of £10 each, 
So icitors— Messrs. Dawes & Sons, 9, Angel-court, E.C, 
This company is formed for the purchase of land and the 
cultivation of cotton in the colony of Natal, which it is stated 
offers in soil, climate, labour, and facilities for shipment, the 
poe! favourable conditions for abundant and profitable pro- 
uction. 
THe Bank or Waxes (Limrep). 
Capital, £1,000,000, in 10,000 shares of £100 each.’ 
Solicitors, Messrs. Crosley & Burn, 34, Lombard-street, 
E.C.; Mr. Charles Parke, 37, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
This bank is established for affording inereased banking 
facilities in Wales. 





PARLIAMENTARY CHanceEs.—A_ considerable number of 
changes have taken place in the House of Commons during 
the last twelve months, At Andover, the late Lord Mayor 
has succeeded Mr. H. B. Coles, deceased; at Canterbury, 
Mr. A. B. Johnstone has succeeded the Hon. H. B. John- 
stone, said) in Carlow county, Captain Beresford has 
Pinan aptain Bunbury, retired; at Coleraine, Sir H. H. 

succeeded Mr. J. Boyd, deceased; at Gloucester, 
Fag to C. P. Berkeley and Mr. J. J. Powell have 
succeeded Mr. W. P. Price and Mr. C. J. Monk, whose 
election was declared void in 1859; at Great Grimsby, 
Mr, J. Chapman has succeeded Lord Worsley, who became a 
member of the Upper House in consequence of the death of his 
father; at Kidderminster, Colonel Luke White has succeeded 
Mr. A. R. Bristow, retired; at Kirkcaldy, Mr. R, S. Aytoun 
has succeeded Colonel Ferguson, deceased; at Lambeth, Mr. 
Doulton has encceeded Mr. Honea retired; at Leicester, 
Mr. P. A. Taylor has succeeded Mr. J Diggs, retired; at Lin- 
coln, Mr. J. B. Moore has succeeded . G. F. Henenge, re- 
tired; at Longford, Major O'Reilly a succeeded Colonel 
White, who failed to obtain re-election on appointment to office; 
in Montgomeryshire, Mr. C. W. W. Wynne has succeeded 





Colonel Wynne, moet. at Oldham, Mr. J. T. Hibbert has 
succeeded Mr, J.. Fox, retired; in Oxfordshire, Colonel 
Fane has succeeded Mr. G. G. Harcourt; at Preston, Sir T. 
Hesketh has succeeded Mr. R. A. Cross, retired; at Shrews- 
bury, Mr. H. Robertson has succeeded Mr. R. A , de- 
ceased; at Shoreham, Sir P. Burrell has succeeded me 
Burrell, deceased; at Sonthampton, the Lord Mayor. has. suc- 
ceeded Mr. B, M‘Ghie Wilcox, deceased; at Stoke-upon-Trent, 
Mr. H. R. Grenfell has succeeded Mr. J. L, Ricardo, deceased ; 
at Totnes; Mr. J. Pender has succeeded Mr, T. Mills, deceased ; 
at Wakefield, Sir J. C. D. Hay has su . W. H. 
Leatham, whose election was declared void in 1859; at High 
Wycombe, Mr, J..R. Mills has succeeded Sir G. H. Dashwood, 
deceased; in the North Riding of Yorkshire; Mr. T. J.-B. 
Morritt has succeeded Mr. E. S. SG Te deceased; in East 

Kent Sir W. Dering has succeeded deceased; 
and at Totnes, Mr. Danby Seymour has paicmes es the Earl of 

Gifford, deceased, The following seats are aleo now vacant: 

Reigate, by the elevation of the Hon. W. J. Monson to the 

Peerage; and Cambridgeshire, by the retirement of Mr. 

E. Ball. 

QueEN Anne's Bountry.—The tenths of the net annual in- 
come of good livings, as well as the first fruits, were. in olden 
times received by the Roman Pontiff. On the subversion of 
the supremacy of the Pope the tenths and first fruits were 
transferred to the of this country, and in the 
of Queen Anne that Sovereign placed the income under 
direction of a board, called “ The Governors of Queen Anne's 
Bounty.” Itis a curious circumstance, however, that all the 
old livings are still rated according to the scale of assessment 
made in the time of Henry VIII. ' 





BIRTH: 
BROADHURST.—On the 20th Nov., at 
wife of Edward Broadhurst, Esq., Q.C., of a 
DICK—On. Jan. 19th, at Dunse, 
Dick, Esq., 
FISHER—On Jan. 7th, at No, 15, Wyndham- 
the wife of W. R. Fisher, ., darrister-at-law, wt son. 
— Jan. 19, at 83, ; Leseneeeyttn, wife of James S$. 
reen, Esq., Barrister-at- Law, of a son, 
GRIFFITH On Jan. 20, the wife of Charles Marshall Griffith, of <i. 
loucester- park-gardens, and 5, Brick-court, 


a son, 
HALL—On Jan. 20, at Boothdale, near Ashton-under-Lyne, the wife of 
Henry Hall, jun., Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

FINNIS—BECK—On Nov. 12, 1862, at Ballarat, Victoria, George 
Edward, third son of the late Robert Fitz Finnis, Solicitor, late of Hart- 
street, Bl , and Turnham-green, ae. to Helen Sinclair, 
only daughter of Mr. Joseph E. Bock, lat late of Dumfries, Scotland. 

H ODUSON-- WALMSLEY —On Jan. 14, at Wolverton Church, = 
William B. Hodgson, Esq., LL.D., of Tunbridge- wells, Kent, to 
en surviving daughter of Sir Joshua Walmsley, Wolverton 


HUGHES—IRELAND—On Nov. 11, at Hawthorpe, Victoria, Australia, 
William Keasey Hughes, Esq., eldest son of the late Willlam Hughes, 
Barrister-at-Law, of Hampstead, near Lente, te Selina Caroline, eldest 
daughter of the Hon. Richard D. Ireland, A’ of Vietoria. 

pe CARTER—On Jan. Ms, at os Church of the Holy Trinity. 

\ son of the late 
, of Barnstaple. 


- 


wien Moore Tracey, 
of the late Charles Carter, Es 


BABINGTON—On Jan. 15, William St. Leger Babington, 
ter-at-Law, youngest son of the wee Kh — 3) = Sg 
Barrister-at-Law, and Magistrate of 
RRBAGE-On Jan, 11, Caroline isabel, wie Esq., 
= iB. ork-ter, , and second nine a the late 


FORD—On Jan, 19, at at Milfield-lane, Highgate-rise, Maurice Randle, the 
seventh om of William Ford, Eq. af 4, Renta aeenene, SA Wane ie 


r and 9 months, after a vi 
GE “0 AP ba On Jan. 14, T. B. St. orge, Haq. of Eaker, Barrater-at-law, 
in his 8 
GRANT On Jas Jun. 19, James Gordon, the beloved child of Mr. James 
Grant, of Symond’s-inn, London, solicitor. 
"s-green, in the 71s t 


GREENE—On Jan. 21, at her residence, 49, 
year of her age , Elizabeth, widow of the late tt Hon. Baron Greene. 


MAXWELL. —On the 16th Nov, last, at Shanghai, 
fred Patrick Leith Maxwell, sangha fom, pba ever, 


roth ., Chief Justice in the Island of St. Christopher, 
ae yo ednesday, Jan. }4, at 17, The Circus, Greenwich, the wife 
Dr. Charter Moore, LL.D., late fodbe wn Grove, Blackheath, aged 64. 
, former! a hi lldings, Weetmlaster 
ogers, Esq.» nchester- 
oapaben 5.W., where he was 8 practising ee eare 


RYMER—On Je Jan 12, at 19, Pembroke-square, Kensi agton, W. H. Rymer, 
Enq Solicitor, aged 54. 

THOMAS—On Jan 12, in the 85th ¢ O5th year of bis ects as 
late od the six ae the Queen's 


WRIGHT—On the 30th Sept. GEREN os 
Wright, Sey, Breer akan, COR 





332 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jan, 24, 1863. 








UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore sanding i the following Names will be 

transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 

within Three Months :— 

Cotruunst, Rosert Tuomas Tarvitt, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. Two divi- 
dends on £748 12s. 44. Consols,--Claimed by said R. T. T. Colthurst. 
£44 15s. Consols, also'standing in same name, and claimed by same 


person, 

Gtasom, Joun, of lige ory ey ere Fitaroy-square, Gent, £200 Con- 
sols.—Claimed by said John Gibson 

Metuvisa, Joux, Honiton, Devon, ‘atterney-at-Lew, deceased, £450 
£3 per cenf. Reduced. —Ciaimed by Ann Lakeman, wife of John Lake- 
man, Administratrix de bonis non of said John f Methuish 

Jackson, Wittiam, Commercial-road, emer gs Esq. One dividend on 
£7,349 lis, Mg Fete MES 5s. cents.—Claimed by said William Jackson, 

Jonns, Thomas, Leadenhall-street, Painter, be Soruia Jones, his wife. 
£ tag Hel 4. are £3 per cents.—Claimed by said Thomas Jones and 

Vavuauayn, eral Jou, D.D., Head Master of Harrow, £326 0s. 9d. 
New £3 per Cents.—Claimed | by Kev. Charles John Vaughan, 





HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the London Gazette.) 
rs. Ann, Harlow, Essex, Widow, deceased. Brawn v. Richardson. 
Re 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Mr. Newson. 
Freehold dwelling house, in Lower-road, Islington; let at £50 per ann.— 
Sold for £1,000. 


Freehold — house, known as the “ Lord Clyde,” let at £100 per ann. 
—Sold for £2020. 


By Messrs. Gapspen. 
Leasehold residence, No. 6, Clarendon-terrace, Kensington; let at £100 
per ann.—Sold for £995 
By Messrs. Srinumam & Spence. 
Copyhald pete house, known as pI “ Two Bells,” and house adjoining, 
Tans Nos. 6 nd 7, Whitechapel road.—-Sold for £2,300, 
Copybald house and shop, No, &, Wiutnechepal: road’ —fiolt for £1,353, 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Preston, Chas, & Rona E do Garntes Mingnipn-upon- Hall Att 
* a deg ’ 
and Solicitors (Preston Garrett). Janl5. By mutual —— 
EMiudings-uyp of Joint Stock Companies. 
Torspay, Jan. 20, 1863. 
UsLiwTep In CHANCERY. 

Accidental Death Tusurance eee -—Petition for eer on pre- 
sented Jan 17, will be heard before V.C. Wood on Jan 30. Rickards 
& Walker, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Solicitors for petitioner. 

Greditors under 22 & 23 Viel. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farivar, Jan. 16, 1863. 
Cohets Sarah, (otherwise Sarah Cochett,) Colkirk, Norfolk, Widow. Feb 


Fakenham. 
ete =~ 4 ah Galan Chard, Somerset, and late of Clifton, Bristol, 
Cripps, Alfred Nicholson. 





useerabad, East Indies, Ensign in H. M.'s 
24th of - ain April 18, Oehme, Gresham-st. 
Miles, Jno, Milford, Hants, Yeoman. March 25. Moore & St 


ts, Barbe. 
Mortimer, Wm 7. & Duncan of Ay ose) afterwards of Birkenhead, 


Gent. Pee 
Reynolds, Rehd, Romford, Ea. Fe eb ‘s Pale, Gt } nag 
Isle of Wight, 


-$t. 
Rice, wi egos 


arch 16, 


Anpone Norfolk, Grocer. igen lL. Miller & Co, Norwich 
Fee ig Jos, Dawley, Salop, Mercer. at * Phillips, Shiffaal, a ie 
Smith, das, Peckham, Victualler, Feb 16, Gregson, Angel-c 


Swansborough, Wm Thos, Tonb Gent. feb 13. Stenaing, Tonbridge. 

Witton, David Wm, Riehmond, Merchant. Feb 16, Gregson, 
Angel-ct, Throgmorton- st. 

Wood, =e Jon lo Sloane-st, Gent. March 13, Richards, Warwick-st, 


TusspaY, Jan. 20, ye 
-8q@, Middix, 
Rot, va Nake ens Pall Mall East. oll eee TaN 
gg ay apo wae st, Bloomsbary-sq, Middx, Soli- 
ey unas & Neha & holon, Callege- hil Cannon: st. 
Mny Sint xe glee March 19, Parker & 
Pea Chara Southampton, Yeoman. March 25. Moore & 


mL to. Bell, Hindolveston , Norfolk, Farmer. Aprill. Carthew & 
x, 
Mortimer, Wiliam Williams, Birkenhead, Gentleman. March 4. Ford & 
— ho Calcutta, a Member of the Supreme Council of India, 
R. bb. Clarke & Coleman - 
ton, Thos, en a > nang Sa April 15, iigeay. Leicestr. 
Walker, desi Kore fork, Esq. Marc me oy 
Watson, Sir endover-house, Buskn ry CB. Feb28. Halse & Trus- 
tram, Cheapside, 








Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day of Prod. 
Fatpar, Jan. 16, 1863. 
Buckle, Hy he Oxford-ter, Edgware-rd, Esq. Feb 18, 
Hutchinson, M. 
Harrington, Jolin ik Totness, Hotel Keeper. 


Jarvis, Jesse, Chatham, Joiner. Feb 4. Jarvis v. Jarvis, V. C. Stuart. 

Jones, John Edw, Albert-rd, Regent’s-Park, Sculptor. Jan 22, Jones v. 
Jones, V. C. Stuart. 

Pony Rbt, Eccleston-sq, Middix, Esq. Feb 14. Arkcoll v. Savage, M.R. 

TOESDAY, Jan. 20, 1863. 

“eg Jno Latty, Westbourne-ter, eZ of Ettingshall-lodge, Stafford, 
Esq. Feb 16. Bickley #. Bickley, M. R. 

— — Golborne, Lancaster, Brickmaker. Feb 12. Rateliffo v. 

ight, M. R. 

Clifton, Dame Morr A ana Juckes, Bruton-st, Berkeley-sq. Feb 10, Lux- 
moore v. Clifton, M 

Darling, Lucinda Venath Bruges. “Feb 28. Balfour 0. Saxton, M. R. 

Harris,jRev Jas, Wellington, Somerset, Clerk, Feb 16. Baker v. Cabley, 


M. kK, 

Lediard, - aes Henley-on-Thames. Feb 28. Capes oe. Lediard, V. C 
Stu 

Peach, "Chas Wm. tea: Wine Merchant. Feb 28. Neighbour 


v. Berridge, V. C. Stuar 
Shan, Jom, Sisith waite, Yorkshire, Farmer. Feb 14. Shaw ». Shaw, 
Merchant. Feb 17. 


rt. 
Saml, or, Kingston-upon- Hull, 

Courtois v. Stears, M 

Williamson, Thos, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Farmer. Feb 10, William- 
son v. Barrow, 

Winterbon, Geo, Rochford. Feb 14. Garrood v. Winterbon, M. R. 

(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 

McGovern, Bartholomew Joseph, Broce, _anerecnhe Builder. Feb 13. 

McGovern v. Holt, Registrar’s Office, Liverpool. 


Assignments for Senshi of Grevitors. 
Farwar, Jan. 16, 1863, 
Howson, Israel, Conisbrough, York, Grocer. Dec 20. Nicholson & Saun~ 


ders, Wath-upon-Dearne, 
Walters, Arthur, Lpool, Flour Dealer. Dec 30, Neal & Martin, Lpool. 


Turspay, Jan, 20, 1863, 
Thomas, Jno, Pembroke Dock, Grocer. Feb 2. Parry, Pembroke. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankeupicy Aci, 1861. 
Farway, Jan, 16, 1863. 

Adcroft, Rbt, Stretford, Lancaster, Pig Dealer. Doc 1%. Ass, Reg Jan 15, 
Berven, Christian, bingy a Merchant. Dec 17. Comp. Jan 13, 
Bradley, Thos, Congleton, Innkeeper, Jan6. Conv. Reg Jan 14. 
Bree, Frd%, Daventry, Furniture Dealer. Dee 19. Conv. Reg Jan 15. 
Brotherton) Rehd, Holmfirth, York, Hatter. Dec 23. Conv. a ary 1. 
Brown, Wm Cliff, Birm, Timber Dealer. Dec 23. Conv. Rog Jan 14, 
Carruthers, Rbt, Macclesfield, Tobacoo Dealer. Dec 20, Ass. Reg Jan 14. 
Cocks, Thos, Hungerton, Leicester, Farnier. Dee20. Asst. Reg Jan 16. 
Cohen, Woolf, Lpool, Outfitter. Dec 26, Asst. Reg Jan 13. 

; Wm, Brentwood, Chemist. Dec 24. Conv. g Jan 12, 
Foruune, Edw, Bradford, Woolstepler. Dec 17. pag i 13 
Hobbs, Wm Cowkeeper, Dec 19 Reg Jan 16. 

Holmes, Kimand 8 Rehd, Barge-yd, Backlesbory? Merchant. Dec. 17. 
Asst, Reg Jan 13. 
Horton, Wm Hy, Greets-green, Westbromwich, Grocer, Dec 1%. Conv. 
Reg Jan 14, 
Pn Sig, Ni EN Hosier. Dec 19. Comp, Reg Jan 14, 
Lancaster, Rbt, & Edw Fortune, Bradford, Machine Wool Combers. Dec 
17. Conv. Reg Jan 13. 
Linsey, Wm Edw Redfearn, King’s Head, Tooley-st, Victnaller. Jan 10, 
Conv. Reg Jan |4. 
Mason, Theresa, Manch, Widow. Dec 19, Asst. Reg Jan 15. 
McConnell, Alexander, Guildford, Draper. Dec 18, Asst. Reg Jan 16. 
Moss. Barrow, Lpool, Ship Broker. Dec 18. Cony. Reg Jan 13. 
Nettleton, Thos, Leeds, Shoemaker. Dec 22, Asst. Reg Jan 15. 
Orchard, Jos, Biddlesden, Bucks, Farmer. Nov 17. Cony. Dec 15, 
Phillipson, Rbt, Sneinton, Notts, Miller. Dec 18. Asst. Reg Jan 15. 
‘Porter, John Henderson, & Roo — —— anes. ae Unity-bidgs, 
Pa ated London, Mi 3. Comp. Reg 
Shorland, John, Broadmead, Bristol, Furniture Broker. Dec 23. 
ee Ra 16, 
Tayic Jas, Manch, Toy Dealer. Dec 27. Comp, Reg Jan 14. 
Li aed odor Patrick, (no description). Dec 31. © Conv. Beg Jun Ti, 
hy ee ee ‘ey Jan 
Abrahams, Rosa, Sheffield, Milliner c 22. v. . 
Axon,.Wm, Chester, Wine Merchant. Dec 22. Conv, » 
Cook, Thos, “ Runcorn, Coach Builder. Dec 19. rs Tbe dan 16, 
Collard, Boughton Montchelsea, Kent, Brewer. Jan l3. Agst. Reg 


Jan 17, 
ir aa eg gpresp weir. Hae of Wight, Dealer in Fancy Goods, Jan 


| Dunkley, "TE aresen, Dieriah, Baker: > Dee i. Ast. leg Jan 
Fenikner, Catharine, Mench, Clothes Dealer. Dec 24, Asst. ee 
| Grige. cont, og Jan 18 Adolphus Ottey, Bristol, Corn Merchants. Jha 
jan 
waite, Thos, Weaverthorpe, York, Grocer. Dec 22° Asst. Reg 


T, 
. Christian Botolph- Wine Merchant, Jan 15. 
‘Wier, Chitan Lage, alae eae 


Allatt ». . 
Feb 10, Jones». Har- 





Conv. 


— bt Jas, as acca Attorney and Solicitor. Jan 1, 
Hophivs, Win, Due ggg mee Ironmaster. Jan 5. nen pg 
‘Hunt, J ong ,» Manch, General Warehousemen, Jan 13, 


fs 


» Taman, Fras B Kniy Colson Morgan Bristol, Milliners. Jan 6, Comp, 


Reg Jan 19. 
Luxe, Thos, Cheadle, Shopkeeper. Comp. Beg Jan 17, 


Dec 24, 
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Me rks, Solomon, Minories, Printaclier. Jan 16, ee eg Jan 16 
Milton, Jno, Wadhurst, Farmer. Jan 9. Ass. Reg Jan 19, 
— = Ann, Lee Moor Works; China Clay Merchant. Nov 28. Ass. 
eg Jan 17, 
Redfern, Wm, & Wm Bouckshaws, St Peters Gate Mill, Stockport, Cotton 
Waste Spinners. Dee 20. an Reg Jan.16. 
Ross, Jno, Pembroke Dock, Draper. Dec 20. Asst, Peasy a li. 
Rostron, Jno, Manch, Joiner le 14, Comp. Reg Jan 
Rudolph, Wm Evenis, Oldham, Corn Factor. Jan 9. pli eter 20. 
Thompson, Alfa, Edmund Thompson, & Jos Mbeya Ne 
Tyne, Clothiers; Jan 5. Assignment, Reg Jan 19. 


Bankrupts. 
Faipay, Jan. 16, 1863, 
To Surrender in London. 
Adams, Fey Pescara Furnituré Dealer, Pét Jai 12. Fé 3 at 12. 
Drew, New Basinghall-st. 
Austin, Jas, hg ite the Camden-town, Clerk. Pet Jan 12. Feb 3 at 
12. Watson, Worshi 
Biapee, Nicholas Casa, > seca Merchant. Pet Jan 1%. Feb3 at 12. 
Sparham, Basinghall- 
or. Jno Walker, “Chipping Barnet, Schoolmaster, Dec 18. Feb 
Sati. Aldridge’& Bromley. 
Brown, ‘Jas Fredk, Jewin-crescent, London, Comm Ageiit. Pet Jan 10 
Afor pau). Feb3at il, Aldridge. 
Brown, Jno, Eaton Bray, near Dunstable, Shop Keeper, Pet Jani2. ‘Jan 
29 at ll. Clarke, Stanley-pl, Paddington-green,. 
Chennels, Geo King, Great addesden, pote orig business, Pet Jan 


12. Feb 3 at 12. Bromley, South- -8q, 
Clarke, Chas, Central-st, St Luke's, Bove Beller. P Pet Jan 14. Feb 3 at i. 
Hare, Old Jew! 


1, Hope, Ely-pl, Hol! 

Cumming, Jno Archibald, Alresford, Hants, ontof business. Pet Jati 12. 
pancho at 11. Lymes, & Sandilands, Fenchurch-st, dnd Bailey, Win- 
¢ 

Edwards, Philemon, Hornsey-st, Holloway, Middx; Bnilder. Pet Jan 12. 
Jan 29 at 12, Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Fawcett, Jos, Piaradise-ter, Islington, Builder. Pet Jan i3. Jan 29 at tl. 
Neal, Pinver’s-hall Old Broad-st. 

Fie'd, Edw Thos, Gommereial-rd East, Cheesemonger. Pot Jan 14, 

oat F Ants, Widow, Richmond, Surrey, Dintng Robe K Pet 
‘ nne, mond, Surrey, ‘oom Keeper. 

Jan 10. br +. ad atl. Atkinson & Hudson, Bedford-row. 

Forbes; Jas Ashi » Sloane-sq, Chelsea, Beetle Composition Mnfctrer. 

sok ef 0. dan yen oat st, Kisth, Strand. 

rd, Camberwell; 


es 


Builder. PetJan 14, Feb3 


Home wood, os, Paul-st, Finsbury, Upholsterer. Pet Jan 13 (for pau). 
Jan, 29 atl #4 
Huddleston, Jas. ew Moet: ra, Hoxton, Cattle Dealer. Pet Jan 13 (for 


pau). Jan 29 at 12. 
New Ketit-rd, Baker. Pot Jan 13. Feb 3 at 1, 
Koppel, Ber 


King’s#-rd, Chelsea, Picture Frame Maker. Pet Jans 
jor pau). ty 3 ath, Aldridge & Bromley 


PP sey Wm. Gun, Upper ours ‘Portman, out of business. Pet 
Jan 12, Feb 3 at 11, Chi¢ wry. 
xia At a st dames, Boot lakes. Pet Jan 14. Feb3 at 


Petworth, Sussex, Grocer. ‘hi dies 


Roto, Alfred ie PE esa Pot Jan 1%, Jan 9% at 2. Geach, 


Shimon, Jo, Kelal, near Seam Saxmundham, Suffolk, Tanner. Pet Jan 13. 
Soar, Wm ‘Hy, ) io aia Pinalica, Grainer, Pet Jan 8 (for pau). 


Jan 27 at |. 
bag emer -ter, Pimlico, Gent, Pet Jan 14. Jan 29 atl. 
Ww) Regent-st. 
waar oeevel New-rd, Chemical Agent. Pet Jan 12. Feb 
at 12. 
White, 


A Baffin near Ashford, Builder. Pet Jan 13. Jan 27 at 2. 
ele Verulum-bldgs, Gray’s-inn, ‘and De-Lassaux, Canterbury. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
tack, Jas, Earisheaton, Dewsbury, Tailor. Pet Jan 12. Dewsbury, Feb 
me ry Harle, Leeds. 
Atkins, Jas, Upton, Somerset, Baker. Pet Jan 12. Tiverton, Jan 28 at 
Salop, a Jan 12, Market Drayton, Jan 
Bates, b> sg Nottingham, Chair a ieee. Pet Jan 13. Nottingham, Jan 
at li. ’ 
—— Millicent, Elizabeth~st, Hanley, Stafford, out of business. Pet 
12, a Litchfield, Newcastle-under- Lyme. 
— Wheelwright. Pet Jan 13. Newark, 
. Publican. Pet Jan 12 (for pau.) Durham, 
Jas Hy, Birm, Baker. Pet Jan 14 Birm, Feb 2at 10, Powell 


don, Thos, jun, Stafford, Baker. Pet Jan 12 Birm, Jan 26 at 12, 


Burden, Jno,jun, Tailor, Pet Jan 14. Birm, Jan 30 ot 12. 
James & Co, Birm. 
Burge, Seth, Glamorgan, Baker. Pet Jan 10. Cardiff, Jan 27 


Cart, dno lates Grocer. Jan 9 Jan 28 
a Recor, Deity Pet . Hartlepool, Jan 





Cit By ,Bistastn, Salop, Cattle Jobber. Jan 13, Wom, Jan 28 at 10, 

ucas, Wem 

Clipsham, ae es Vee pe. Pet Jan 1%. Lincoln, Jan 
30 at 12. Brown & Son, Linc 

Cotton, Wm, Congleton, Silk na Pet Jan 13. Congleton, Jan 
24 at 11. Cooper, Congleton. 

Glasson, Trelyon, St. Ives, Cornwall, Iunkeeper. Pet Jan 3. Penzance, 
Jan 24 at 3. Millett, Penzance, 

Green, Thos, Thornbury, Hereford, Farmer. Pet Jan 12. Birm, Jaa 30 
at 12, Wilson, Worcester. 

Greves, Jno Ed Hy, 
Birm,Jan 26 at 12, Smith, Birm 

Hancock, Matthew. Seabridge, Stoke-upon-Trent, Farmer, Pét Jan 14, 

Biem, and N 


Birm,; Jan 30 at 12, James & Co, 
Harvey, Rehd Williams, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet Jan 12, Exeter, 


Jan 30 at 12, Hirtzel, Exeter. 
Heathcote, David, vid, Sheffield, Builder. PetJan 14. Slieffield, Feb 4 at 2. 
Patteson, Sheffield.. 


Hobbs, Wm, Northampton, Clicker, Pet Jan 13. Northampton, Jan 31° 


at10. Shoosmith, Northampton. 

Holder, Jas, Clifton-on-Temiv, Worcester, Plumber. Pet Jan 3. Worces- 
‘ter,Jan 27 at 11. Homer, Brierly-hill. 

Hopewell, Geo, Chard, Somerset, Mechanic. Pet Jan 13. Chart, Feb 2 

atil. Paull, Tminster. 
Inglis, David Alexander, Everton. Liverpool, out of business. Pet Jan 14. 
Lpool, Jan 29 at3. Hughes, Li 

Jones, Joseph, Derby and pote, Clerk to the om ody of Health. Pet Jan 
12. N , Jan 27 at li. Hodgson & 

, Agent. Pet Jan 5. Birm, o's ab 16, Powell, 


Jones, Jno, 
Birm. 


| Jordan, Noah Gon, Lpool, Butcher. Pet Jan 13, Lpool, Jan 28.at 3. 
Combe, Jos, Wy: ste rent, Newspaper Agent. Pet Jan 14. Feb Sat | Biackh 


urst, 
Lloyd, Thos, ones, Carmarthen, Labourer. PetJan8. Lampeter, 
Jan 23at 10. Lloyd, Lampeter. 
MacDonald, Jno Andrew, Lpool, out of business. Pet Jam 14. Lpool. 
March 13 at 11. . Evans & Co, 
Pascoe, lags Meek, and John Hy Maw, Manch, Manufacturers of Fancy 
Pet Jan 13, Manch, Feb 6 at I. Sale & Co, Maneh. 


) Palmer, Thos, Plymouth, Rope Maker. Pet Jan 12, East Stunehorise, 


Jan 28 at Tl. Moore, Piymouth 
Pusey, We, Beshem. Bucks, Bricklayer. Pet Jan 10. Windsor, Jan 26 
atli, Wodlls, Uxbridge. 


| Rheese, Thos, Churchstoke, Montgomery, Farmer 


: Pet Jan 10. ES sd 
Jan 27 at 12. Radcliffe; Lpool, and Yearsley, Welehpool, ) 
gomery, 


Rofe, Thos, Worcester, Glove Manufacturer. Pet Jan 3, Birth, Jan 26 at 
12, Wilson, Worcester. aot 
as vg Brill, Buckingham, Miller. Pet Jan 10. Thame, Feb 3 at? 
Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden 
tebe; on Tutbury, Stafford, Widow. Pet Jan19. Birm, Jan 26 at-12. 
Hodgson & Co, Birm. 
Staunton, Jas, Lpodl, Painter, Pet Jan 14. Lpool, Jaw 30 af 11, Etty, 
L. 


Tetley, Jos, x York, Grocer, Pet Jaw 1% Dewsbury, Feb 13 at 
‘enue, Deak , Waris, Coal Master, Pet Jan 14, Birm, 
Feb 2 at 12, ” Hawkes, Bi 


Warren, Wm, suneupoetrea, Victualler. Pet Jan 14. Stoke-upon- 
Trent, Jan 31 at 1l, Tennant, Hanley. 
Hy, Heathfield, Sussex, Farmer. Pet Jan 8, Lewes, Jan 


Whapham, Chas 

22at 10. Langham ow be egy 

Whitaker, Edinund; h, Engineer, Pet Jan 13. Manch, Peb 

3at12, Molesworth & March, Rochdale. 

oe Abraham, Birm, Photographic Artist, Rot Jan 12 Birm, Jan 
30 at 12. Parry, Birm. 

Wood, Jno, Fullog House, Glamorguo, Jan 9. Bristol, Jan 90 at 11. Brit- 


Woodhead, Wm, Bradford, Stuff Finisher. Pet Jan 13, Bradford, Jand0at 
10.3. Hutchinson, Bradford. 
TorsparY, Jan. 20, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 
gag oy og Well-st, Wellelose sq, Tobbacconist. Pet Jau 15 (fo 
Beker, Edwin ih Co Campbel-er, Woolwich, Reportek PetJal 16, Feb sat 


Peace Horwood, Buteher, Pot Jan 17. Feb Sat 19: 
yy Hy 0, Lower , . 3 


menaee, Hy, Princess 2, Kensington, out of business. Pet Jan 15 (for — 


m). Feb3atl. Aldridge. 
mbsteceitass, Bie, T Surgeon. Pet Jan 19. Feb 10 at N. 


oe ¢ See 

Burrows, Thos, Harie: Harley, Cavendish, Lodging-houge Kooper, Pes Jan 
17. Feb5 atl. Bechenan, Basinghall-st. 

Carter, Jos, Gtesham-pl, Brixton, Builder, Pet Jan 14. FebS at Iv 


Pp Lara a te 
Childs” Jno, oddesden, Baker. ‘Pet Jan 15. Feb’S at 11. Marshall, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Clark, Chas, Trinity-ter, Borough, Hosier’s Assistant. Pet Jaa 15, Feb 
5at}2, Wetherfield, - at. f 
Finlay, Alex Ap Bes , Ramagate, t’s Clerk. Pet Jan 15. Péb 3 at 2. 
udson, Bedford-row. 


Atkinson 
Firmin, Jno Caiver, Weeley, Easex, Grocer. Pet Jan 12. Feb Sati. 


Jones, 

Hiseding, Geo, Bightitm.nd. St Jtha'e-wond, Dest Pet Jan 15. Feb 

3 at 11, 

Harrison, Francis, Writtle, Essex, Farmer. Pet Jan 17. Feb 3 at 9) 

Wilde,’ Rees, & Co, College-hill, and and Wilson, Chelmsford. 

Hopcraft, Jas, East Moulsey, seen Hone Sie, Pet Jan 17, Feb Sat 
Mershall, Lancaie’oien. Soi, 


Kustner, st, Walworth, out of business. Pet Jan 16, 
py pre 2 Chipper rinity-st, Southwark. ac 
Marlow, Jno, and Thos Walton Manning, Northampton, Saddlers. 

Jan 15. “Feb 3 atl. Kingdon & Williams, Laarence-lane, and Shield 


& Whi wn Northampton. 
m, Napier-st, Gt Dover-st, Carpenter. Pet Jan 46 (for paws 
myyrin ™ldridge & Bromley, 
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Perré, Edmund, Beaufort-st, Chelsea, Engineer. Pet Jan 16. Feb 3 at 2. 
Mirfin, Staple-inn. 

Pratt, Jno, Mount-st, Grosvenor-sq, Victualler. Pet Jani5. Feb 3 atl. 
Haynes, Orchard-st. 

Preston, Jno, & Geo Pearcy, Princess-st, Hanover-sq. Tailors. Pet Jan 
14. Feb3 at 12, Morven 'k Lewis, Old Jewry, and Perren, Lincoln’s- 
inn-Fields. 

Ross, Thos, Euston-sq, Photographic Artist. Pet Jan 15. Feb 3 at 11. 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry. 

Sidebetham, Eliza, & Harriett Snoxell, ee: Arcade, Printsellers . 
Pet Jan 16, Feb3at2. Chidley, Old Jew 

Smith, Wm Pinnion, Whitechapel-rd, Tailor. et Jan 17, Feb 3 at 12, 
Hare, Old Jewry. 

Tyrrell, ne Eldon-st, Finsbury, Ostler. Pet Jan 16. Feb 3 at 2. Hutson, 
“Clifton-st, Fit nog 

“on Joseph, ersham, Grocer. Pet Jan 15. Feb 3 at 12. Abbott 

ew-ian. 

Williams, Ed, Royal-hill, Bayswater, Hosier, Pet Jani4. Feb3 at 12, 
Bartley, Bartlett’s-buildings. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Archer, Wm, Leicester, Painter and Glazier. Pet Jan 16. 
Tatil. Heath, Nottingham, 

Baker, Wm, Birkenhead, Contractor. Jan 15. Lpool, Feb 2 at 12. Morgan, 


Lpool. 

Basford, Jas Powell, Burslem, Stafford. Pet Jan 16. Hanley, Jan 31 at 11. 
Sutton, Barslem 

Bates, Jno, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Kigston-upon-Hull, Pet Jan 13. 
Jan 23 at 11.30. Chester, Hull. 

Beech, Rbt Adams, Leeds, out of business. Pet Janl6. Leeds, Feb 2 at 


Leicester, Feb 


11. Harle, Leeds. 

Bedding, Ino, Wootten, Oxford, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 2(for pau). Oxford, 
Feb 2 at 10. Kilby, Banbury. ‘ 

Bennett, Matthew, Derby, Carpenter. Pet Jan15. Derby, Feb 3 at 12. 
Leech, Derby. 

Best, Ino Walsh, rth, near Bolton, Architect, PetJan 17. Manc. 
Feb 9 at 11. Atkinson & Co, Manch. 

Biethyn, Chas, Hafod, mear Swansea, Engincer. Jan 9. Swansea, Feb 4 
at 3. Ensor, Cardiff. 

— Joseph, Truro, Hawker, Pet Jan 17. Truro, Feb 2 at H. 

Marshall. 

Chinn, Jno, Dawley, Salop, Labourer. Pet Jan 17. Madeley, Feb 14 at 
12. Walker, West Hampton. 

Churchyard, Rbt, Great ro Fishmonger. Pet Jan 12, 
upon-Severn, Feb 5 at 12. Wilson, Worcester. 

Davis, Jno, Weston-super-Mare, Postmaster, Pet Dec 30. Weston-super- 


Mare, Jan 27 atil. Smith. 
Flanagan, Jas, Arundel, County Court Bailiff. Pet Jan 15. Arundel, Jan 27 


atll. Goodman, Brighton. 
Pet Jan 16. Rotherham, Feb 4 


Frith, Jno, Swinton, York, Cordwainer. 
at ll. Binney, Sheffield. 

Gardiner, Jas, Great Malvern, Cabinet Maker. Pet Jan 5, Upton-npon- 
Severn, Feb 5at 12. Wilson, Worcester. 

Golightly, Jno, Witton-park Iron Works, Durham, ts Ragin Attender. Pet 
Jan 15. Bishop Auckland, Feb 5 at 10, Brignal, Du 

Grinling, Rbt, Lidgate, Suffolk, Wheelwright. Pet p57 \4. 
Jan29atii. York, Newmarket. 

Hanson, Rbt, Halifax, Boot Maker. Pet Jan16. Halifax, Feb 12 at 10. 
Ingram & Baines, Halifax. 

Harrison, Jno, Manc, Grocer. Pet Jan 16. Manc, Feb 12at ll. Leigh 


Manc 

Hartley, Thos, Colne, Tallow Chandler. Pet Jan 14. Culne, Jan 30 at 11. 
Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley, 

Hepworth, Jos, Sheffield, Clothier. Pet Jan17. Sheffield, Jan 31 -at 10, 
Fernell, Sheffield, 

Heron, Chas, Truro, Beer Dealer. Jan 10. Bodmin, Feb 2 at 11. 

Hirst, Josh, & Arthur Hirst, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturers. Pet Jan 16. 
Leeds, Feb 2 at 11. Simpson, . 

Holloway, Jno, Birm, Box Maker. Pet Jan 15, Birm, Feb 2 at 10, 
Duke, Birm. 

Joseph, Jnlius, Manc, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Jan 9. Manc, Feb 4 at 
12. Lewis & Lewis, London, and Sale & Co, Manc. 

Knight, Geo Ebenezer, oe ag mene, Jan 16. Birm, Feb 
2at12, James, Knight, & Griffin, Bi 

Knowles, Rbt, Milnrow, Rochdale, Chemist. Pet Jan 16. Manc, Feb 3 at 
il. Molesworth & March, Rochdale. 

Lambert, . Thos, Nottingham, Contractor. Pet Jan 16. Lpool, Feb 6, 
at ll, Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Male, Philip, East Reach, Taunton, Provision Dealer. Pet Jan 5, Exeter 
Feb4at12. Rossiter, Taunton. 

Pet Jan9. Mane, 


Mallory, Edw. Leigh, Mobberley, Chester, Farmer. 
Feb 2 at 12. London, Chester. 
wt hang Lpool, Cattle Dealer. Jan 15, Lpool,Feb 2 at 12. Mor- 
Mee. Jas, Sheep: shead, Leicester,Gardener. Pet Janl4. Loughborough. 
Feb 6 at 11.” Deane, Longhborbugh. ; 
Moss, Wm, Birm, iabe. | Pet Jan 15. Dudley, Jan 31 at 11. Sheldon, 
Wednesbury. 
Pearse, Thos, Oxton, Birkenhead, Metal Broker. Jan 9, Chester, Feb 9 


at 10. 
Teen Jas Greaves, Preston, Oil Dealer. Pet Jan 16. Preston, Feb 5 at 
Pet Jan 14. Rye, Jan30 at 12. 


0.90. Lodge & Harris, Preston 
Play ford, Geo, Winchelsea, Innkeeper. 
Meadows, Hastings. 
Rankin, Angus, Aberdare, Draper. Pet Jan 5. Bristol, Jan 30 at 11. 
heey ~ Borne Hull, San Pet Jan 12. Kingston- 
vell, -upon- Hu! ° an upon- 
Hull. Jan 23 at 11. Chester, Hull. 
Robinson, Geo, Liandrinio, Dateuiey: Farm Bailiff. Pet Jan 16, 
Lianfillyn, Feb 6 at 12, "Jones, Welch 
Rome, Jas, Hulme, Manc, House Agent. Pet Jan9. Salford, Jan 31 at 


10. Taylor, Manc. 
Samson, Gerard, Netherbury, Dorset, Butcher. Pet Jan 16. Bridport, 
Cumberland, Farmer. Pet Jan 17. White- 


Feb 4 at 3. Jolliffe, Crewkerne. 
meng 8 Jan 30 at aa Collins, Whitehaven, 
» Hay Trusscr. Pet Jan 10. 


Upton- 


Newmarket, 


Sandwith, Jno, Harrington, 





Worcester, Feb 6 at iL Wilson, ‘Wereester. 





Shill, Jno, Colsterworth, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet Jan 17. Grantham, Feb 2 
atil. Palmer, Grantham. 

S'ater, Hy, Woodhouse Carr, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Pet Jan 10. Leeds 
Jan 30 at 11. Emsiey, Leeds. 

Trundle, Chas Syder, Fakenham, Norfolk, Baker. Pet Jan 15. Little 
Walsingham, Jan 30 at 11. Drake, East Dereham. 

Waite, Jno, Manningham, Bradford, out of business. Pet Jan 16. Brad- 
ford, Jan 30 at 10.30. Harle, Bradford. 

Walley, Hy Rchd, Tunstall, China Gilder. Pet Jan 19, Hanley, Feb 14 
atll. Tennant, Hanle 

Linen Draper. Pet Jan 17. Norwich, Feb 2 at 
Wells, Jno, Scruton, Yorkshire, Shoemaker. 


Pet Jan 14. Northallerton, 
Jan 29 at 10. Teale, Leyburn. 


Williams, Edwd, Balsall-heath, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Jan 16. 
Birmingham, Feb 2 at 12. James, Knight, & Griffin, % 

Williamson, Geo, Sculthorpe, Norfolk, Baker. Pet Jan 15, 0/7 Wal- 
singham, Jan 30 at 11. Loynes, Weils-next-the-Sea, N 

Wilkinson, Fortune, Bishopwearmouth, Cab Driver. “Pet Jan 14, Sune 
deriand, Feb 10 at 3. Barker, Bishopwearmouth. 

va Wm, Sheffield, File Sewer Pet Jan 19. Sheffield, Feb 4 at 


Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Wright, Geo, Sheffield, Potato Dealer. Pet Jan 19. Sheffield, Feb 4 at 3, 
Pattison, Sheffield. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 

Farwar, Jan. 16, 1863, 
Flynn, Wm, Cardiff, Draper. Jan 13. 
Heath, Rbt Mudge, Battersea Rise, out of business. Oct.9. 

TuEspay, Jan. 20, 1863. 


Clark, Wm, Bradford, p Wennenler, Jan 15. 

Robinson, Jno, Morley, York, Rag Dealer. Jan 15. 

Smith, Hy Jno, Okehills, Taunton St James, Somerset, Secretary to the 
Grand Western Canal Company. Jan 12, 


BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND. 
- = Fuset, Kingstown, Dublin, Auctioneer. To surr Jan 30 and 
ms * 3. 
ORsgen, Patrick, Lismore, Waterford, Draper. To surr Jan 30 and 


ginshannes Fredk, Lower Dominick-street, Dublin, Coach Maker. To 
surr yan 2 30 and Feb 17, 








"JVHE PARLIAMENTARY REMEMBRANCER, 
conducted by TOULMIN SMITH, Esq. Subscriptions for 1863 (One 
Gninea, post-free, weekly) are now due. 
Office, 10, Little Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., London. 





EXTENSIVE ESTATES AND DESIRABLE FAMILY RESIDENCE IN 
SCOTLAND. 


For Sale By Private Bargain. 
i e~ LANDS of ROSEHAUG H and LITTLE 

SUDDIE with the Mansion-House, Garden, and Offices, of Rose- 
haugh, lying in the parishes of Avoch, Knockbain, and yr ate gee 


county of Ross. These lands are estimated to extend to 6,350 acres, or 
thereby ;° of these about 4,013 acres are Arable, about 1,220 acres are 
Improveable Pasture, and nearly 904 acres are under Wood, in a healthy 
and thriving condition. The pa are let to about sixty tenants, and the 
a is being largely brought under cultivation by them. 

The M - House and offices are very ample, and the Grounds around 
the Mansion- House are extensive and beautifully laid out. 

The lands are well stocked with game, and being partly bounded by the 
co exher pen fom. ‘Thery le ¢ Crowe, grass to te ealanon Sabings of 
and other sea fow! ere is @ Crown grant 
Castleton in the Moray Frith. 

There is pater ted railway communication between London and 
Invernes which fs within s shore distance Of ths eetaven, and the Inver- 
ness and h Railway, affording enlarged and more direct communi- 
cation with the district, is now in course of eet. It is seldom 
that estates so desirable and stoner extent are in the market 

Further lars may be obtained on to Messrs W. & 

road-street, London; to 


particu 
P. SHARP, Solicitors, 92 Gresham House, 
Mr. D. G. F. MACDONALD, Land and Estate Agent, 18 Parliament- 
street, London; or to Messrs JOLLIE, STRONG, & HENRY, W.S., 40 
Princes street, Edinb burgh. 


SUN FIRE AND SUN LIFE SHARES.—FIRST CLASS INVESTMENTS. 
ESSRS. WINSTANLEY are instructed by the 
Executors ef a Gentleman, deceased, to SELL SHAE in at 

the MART, on FRIDAY, 6th of FEBRUARY, ELEVEN in that 
old established and fiourishing concern the Sun Fire the dividends 
and bonuses on which have averaged for the last ten about £10 per 
annum per share; also ba ge Shares of £100 edch in that old 
established and flourishing ty the Sun Life Assurance; £10 ao share 
only is paid up, and the dividends and aS the last 
ten years, have been nearly te 


per annum per 
Printed particulars may be obtaned of E. B. RANDALL, 43 
and of Messrs eit ade 


inn-place, W. C., at the 
Row, E. C. 
A‘ LBION SNELL, WATCHMAKER, JEWEL. 
bs hme » 114, High Holborn, W.C. (seven doors east of King-st.) 
watch skilfully examined, timed, and its performance 








° to ae. 
Silver ditto, « 12g. » 30s. 
Any article exchanged if not approved, ‘and ‘8 written warranty given 

when desired. 

A choice assortment of French Clocks always on hand. — 

Established in 1848. 
Checks crossed Union Bank. 
Post Office Orders payable at the Office, High Holborn, 








